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Fobannis Marck Scripturar’s Exercitaiiones ad guingue & vi- 
ginti feletts Leca Vereris Teftimenti. <Argumenta qaedam | 
recipxa de Chamt Culpa tF Caaahunis eo uledittione, Hefavs 

Servitute fab Facodo, Bello Homilexitica, Qearti Preece ptt Na. 

’ ura, Sernewtsnorien morfuum fanatione mira, Fardenis Tran 

Situ Ifraelitico, folis Lunegue ftatione, Unbre folaris Regreffis, 

Satana Fobum ariigente, Fe. paulo plenus exponuntur, 0 

quorundam Textuan Analyfes Exegetice mifcentur, CA% in 

dicibus Textuum, Rerumgue & Yocum reel iiss . 1. @, Seri: 


ptural Differtations on 25 fele& Palliges of the Old Tefta. 
ment, where, among other Things, zre - nfidered the Sin of 
Cham, and the Curfe of Canaan, the Servirude of Efaz an- 
der Facob, and the War with the Amal: cies, the Nature of 
the 4th Commandment, the miraculous Cure of thofe thar 
were bit by the fiery Serpents, the Paffige of the [/ruelites 
over Fordan, the Sun and Moon's ft. uding (till, the going 
back of the Shadow of Ach - Dial, Sutens a Hiding Fo, 
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with the Analyfes of fome Texts intermix’d. To which are 
added, the neceflary Tables of the Paffages, Words and Mat. 
ters. ByMr. Marck, At Amfterdam 1709. in 4@. Containing 


p 1173, belide the Prefaces and Tables. — 


“PIS needlefS to explain the Method Mr. Marck has follow’ 

T in this Work, fince ’tis almoft the fame with others of the 
like Nature he has publifhed, and that we have formerly men- 
tioned. 

Since this Book was printed, before that of Mr. Le Clerd, on 
the Hiftorical Books of the Old Teftament was publifhed, he 
could fay nothing of the Opinion of -that learned Man on the 
{fame Subje&ts ; but he fpeaks of it in his Preface, where he tells 
us what he approves and what not,and what he thinks lefs ex- 
att.He likewife anfwers fome Obj-€tions againft the Antiquity of 
the Sabbath, whofe Inftitution he takes to be as’ old as the 
World, tho’ he owns that God did not appoint the Obfervation 
of it with the fame rigor he prefcribed it under the Law. 

As to his Differtations, they are all on important Subjeéts, 
which contain fome difficulty, and may be very ufeful for un- 

_derftanding the Scriptures. The 1ft explains the 3d Verfe of the 
6th Chapter of Gexefis,, where God fays, that bis /pirit fhall 
not always ftrive with man, and that their days fball be hereafter 
only 120 years.We {hall obferve once for all, that both upon this 

“Text and others, Mr. Marck does not mifS one important quetti- 

on without examining it ; but we can only point at what is moft 
material.  , 

Our Author underftands by the Spitit, mentioned here, the 3d 

perfon of the moft Sacred Trinity, who a&s both internally and 
externally upon Men, as if God would fay, that he had for a 
long time honoured Men with his Favours; but that he-would 
not continue them much longer, and that in 120 years he would 
.deftroy them by the Flood. God fays he will ftrive no more 
with Men, becaufe they are but Flefh, 7. ¢. becaufe they are 
wholly corrupted, and no more worthy of his help. We refet 
to our Author for the Reafons of this Explication. The Opi- 
nion of thofe who alledge that God in tnis place fix’d the dura- 
tion of the Lives of thofe who fhould live after the Flood, is 
altogether groundlefs. 


'.U, In the. 2d Differtation, our Author explains the paflage. of 
Jee 
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Genefis 9. 22, 37. where the Sin of Cham, the Curfe of Ceneam 


and the Confequences thereof are mentioned. 

Tis demanded, how Noab knew that Cham his Son had mock 
ed him while he was aflzep. There is Keafon to believe, thae 
when he awoke and found himfelf covered with a ftrange Gir- 
ment, he asked the Keafon of it, fo that the Truth of ir could 
not be hid from him. Mr. Marck dozs not altogether reject this 
Conje&ture ; but he thinks tis furer to have recourfé to Divine Re- 
velation, efpecially fiace we find that immediately after this, 
’ewas by the Infpiration of the Spirit of God, that this Patriarch. 
caurs’d Canaan, and Shem and Fapberh. 

Tis demanded again, why Cham having committed this Fault, 
Noah did not curfe him, but his Son Canaan, this queftion has 
much puzzled Interpreters. Some have thought, that Cazaen 
was the firft Caufe of Cham’s Sin, becaufe he told him the Con- 
dition that Nozh lay in while afleep in his drunkennefs. Some 
afcribe other A€tions to Canaan, of which Mo/fes {ays nothing. 
For my part, fays M. Mazck, I think that if Cenaan had com 
mitted any particular Fault on this occafion, the Sacred Hiftori- 
an weuld nog-have omitted it, fince ic appears that his principal 
Defign was to fhew the Reafon, why God would deltroy the 
Canaanites and fettle the J/rae/ites in their place. °Tis with this 
particular View that Mofes {peaks rather of the Curfe of Ca- 
naan, than that of Cham, thereby to animate the I/rae/ites, for 
whofe fake he wrote, to the Conqueft of the Land of Cunaam, 
Befides, there is no greater difficulty to explain, why Canaan 
bears the punifhment of the Sia committed by his Father, than 
why in general God often punifhes Children for their Father’s 
fins, according to his threatning in the fecond Commandment 
of the Law. ’Tis well enough known what Divines anfwer on 
this Subject, fo that we need not infift upon it. 

Our Author explains and refutes at large, the Explication 
which a Modern Author gives to this whole Hiftory, which is 
the Subje&t of the fecond Differtation. That modern Writer 
thinks Cham had to do with Noah’s Wife, who was his Mother 
in-law, and that from this iaceftuous Commerce, Cancaan pro- 
ceeded, and that Noabcurs'd him, as the accurfed Fruit ofa hei 
nousCrime.Hence he thinks it came that Nozb had no moreChil 
dren, becaufe he would not touch a Woman that his Son had 
debauch’d, while he was drunk. That learned Man pretends. 
that this Explication agrees very well with the words of the 

Text, 
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Text, provided it be fuppofed that Mofes was willing to relate 
{uch an abominable ACtion in a modeft Manner. ButM. March - 
(hews that this Explication is too much force’d, and can no wife 
agree with the Sacred Text. Mies was plain in other Circum. 
(frances as criminal as this, us. when he {peaks of the Inceft of 
Lor with his own.2 Daughters, and of that of Fadzh with Tz. 
-mar his Daughter inlaw. Mr. Marc& does not forget thofe Jn. | 
Rances, fays Mr. Bernard, but there are fome particulars inthis 
Lift Hiltory, which ougat rather to have been kept fecrer, than 
thofe of the Crime committed by Cham, What he has to fay on 
this Subje€t, is, that what was formerly {poke in a very chafte 
Manner, could not be {poke of afterwards without offending. 
modett Ears. 

The Mofforeths own’d this Truth; and for that reafon found 
themfelves obliged to fubftitute now and. then in the Margin, 
{ome other Words than thofe that are found in the Texr. Mofes 
had fo much the more Reafon to exprefs the Crime of Cham, 
becaufe his defign was to fhew that the Canaanites, his Pofterity, 
were a People hated of God. | 

As to what the Modern Authour fays, that the Crithe of Cham- 
was not fo very great, if he only faw his Father naked, and . 
mocked him, and that he deferved not the Curfe of Noab ; be- 
fides the Reafons of Mr. Marck, which are very folid, we muft 
obferve that God Judges not of an A€tion by the A€tion alone, 
but by the Principle trom whence-it proceeds; now ’tis evident 
from the little that Mo/es tells us, that Cham was a wicked 
Mun, who had no regard to the Authority of his Father, nor 
refpeét for him to whom he ow’d his Birth,fo that-there’s excufe 
for his Fault. Thofe who look uponall this as a light Crime,feem 
not to have large enough Ideas. of the Refpe&t and Love that 
Children owe to their Fathers. | 

He atterwards refutes Mr. Furiez, who held’ that Cham was 
Melchifedec ; But we will not enter into that Difpute. °Tis a 
Queftion in which one may embrace the Opinion that feems 
moft probable, without any dangerous Confequence. Our Au. 
thor confiders alfo occafionally the Opinion of Mr. Hu//ius,who 
would have Exoch to be. Mekbifedee. But we have {poken ‘of 
this elfewhere. 

III. The 3d. Differtation is upon the- Promife God made to 
Abraham, Ger. 22. 18. That in bis feed ail the nations of ibe 
earth fhall be bleffed, ux Author refutes thofe who think that 
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bath is as ancient asthe World. He likewife explains the Gii- 
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Teérsporal Bleflings are only meant here, and that God promis*4 
only fo much Riches to Abrabum, that Nations who defiid 
Riches, or gloiied in having them, fhould defire God toblefs 
them, or fay that God had bletled themas he did Adrabam. Sr. 
Paul feems to refute this Opinion, upon whole Authority M. 
Marck gives a {piritual and more extenfive Meaning to this Pro- 
mife- He explains at the fame time S. Paw/’s words, and how 
this feed of dbrabam is Fefus Chrift himfelf. As this Matter is 
very difficulr, ic requir'd all the Knowledge and Sugacity of our 


Author to clear it tufficiently. 
IV. The 4th Diflertation is on Gen. 25. 24. where {peaking of 


Efau and Facob, tis {aid the elder fhall ferve the younger. Our 


Author fhews that this Prophecy ought to be underftood of the 
perfons of E/az and Facob, and not properly of their Pofterity, 
as fome have pretended. The Accomplifhmentof this Prophe- 
cy appears principally in 3 Things. 1. E/aw fold his Birth. 
right to his Brother. 2. The Land promifed to Abraham came 
to Facob, to the prejudice of Efaw. 3. Facob and his Pofterity 
became the People of God, with whom he entred into a Cove- 
nant, and to whom he promis’d the Meffiah. Mr. Fariez, who 
{poke fo well of E/au,is refuted alfoby Mr. Merck, who proves 
that Efaz was a Reprobate, an ungodly and profane Wretch. 
He confiders the whole Hiftory of Efex and Facob, and fhews 
that there’s both good and evil in their A€&tions; and as he does 
not extenuate the Faults of the former, he does not juftify the 
latter in every Thing. Onthe contrary, he condemns the Opi- 


mnion of Bonfrerius and fame others , who affirm that Fucob 


did not fin in all his Condu€ with his Brother. 

V. The frit War of the I/raelites with the Ama/ekites in the 
Wildernets, related in Exod. 17. 8: 16. makes the Subjeét of 
the fifth Differtation. Our Author examines thefe four Things 
inorder. 1. The Beginning of the War. 2. Its Progrefs. 3. 
Its Succefs. And 4. Its Confequences. 

VI, The fixth Differtation explains the 4th Commandment. 
Mr. Marcé delivers bis Opinion modeftly, without defigning to 
offend any Man, on fome Queftions relating to this Subje& 
which have beea handled, with fo much heat, and detferve itfo 
little 5 fince the different Parties agree ia what’s Effential on 
this head. Mr. Marek maintains, that this Precept contains 
fomething thar’ Moral, and that the Sanftification of the Sab 
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gin of the change which the Chriftians have made of the Se- 
turday to Sunday. Ue {peaks alfo by the by of other Holy-days, 
and particularly of thofe that Proteftants difapprove,and of thofs. 
they do not. 

VII. The Explication of the Hebrew Word Sebirim, To3*yu; 
which we find in Leviticus 17. 7. makes the Subject of the 7th 
Differration. Our Author has no doubr but rhe Word in this 
place, fignifizs the Onjetts of Adoration, that God forbid to 
the Ifraelites, becaufe they were very much inclined to Idolatry ; 
not any particular obje&t, but in general whatfoever is oppofite 
to the true God. He does not think that the Word here fignifies. 
hair, and chat we mutt thereby underftand, either He-goats that 
fome Peopie worlhipped, and with whom their Women com- 
mitted horrible Crimes under pretence of Devotion, or Daemons, . 
becaufe they were reprefented or worfhipped, under the form 
of a He-goat. He thinks it very probable, that this word figni- 
fies either, that which is fill’d with horror or excites it, which 
very-well reprefents the Devil, whom the very thought of the 
Exittence of God ftrikes with Horror, according to the Tefti- 
mony of St. Fémes, and which alfo caufes horrour in his Wor- 
Shippers, and in other Men. God forbids then in this Pafflage of 
Leviticus, the worfhip of Devils, becaufé *tis fpiritual un- 
cleannefs. 

VII. The 8th Differtation explains the Hiftory of the fiery 
Serpents, as ’tis‘related in Numbers 21. 4..9, The Learned are 
at a Lofs, to know what kind of Serpent this was; but Mr. 
Marck is of their Opinion, who think that-this was no particu- 
lar fort, but feveral kinds of: Serpents, who were called fiery 
becaufe of the like Effetts, which they. produc’d in the Bodies,. 
of thole that were bic by em, he omits nothing that may ferve 
toclear this Hiftory. To which he adds, his confiderations upon 
the A€tion of King Hezekiah, who deftroy’d the Serpent. of: 
Brafs, which Mofes had made by the.Commandment of the 
Lord, becaufe the People committed Idolatry with that Serpent. 
{n fhort he explains the myftical meaning of all this Hiftory, the 
tfuth of which we cannot doubt, finee our Saviour himfelf war- 
rants ic by his Authority, Foba 3.14. He refutes their Opini- 
on,who would have the Brazen Serpent to be a Type of the De- 


vil, and not of our Saviour, where he anfwers the Objections 
thar fomethave made againft the:latter,.. | 


IX. The 
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IX. The ninth Differtation is upon the Order which God 
gave to his People, to bury any Man that was hanged on the 
fame Day, becaufé he was curfed of God. Our Author, with- 
out rejecting the Opinions of other learned Men, thinks 
there's none more probable than that which lays down, that 
a Man hanged on a Tree was devoted, or given up to the Curfe 
of God, hecaufe of his Crimes; and that he was taken down 
before Night, to fhew that he was delivered from that Cur’e. 
Every one may fee that this Explication agrees very well to the 
Application St. Paz/ makes of this Paffage to Jefus Chrift, Gat 
3. 13. He was expofed to the Curfe of God, not for his own 
Sins, but for ours; and he came down from the Cro, when 
he was delivered trom this Curfe, after he had fully satisfied 
the Divine Juftice: 

X. In the following Differtation M. Marck explains the whole 
Hiftory of the miraculous Paflage of the [/rae/ites over Fordan, 
Fofhua 3. 10. 17. and maintains the Truth and Grearnefs of 
the Miracle againtt thofe who have been fo bold as to affign 
Natural Caufes, for that Miracle as well as for their Paflage 
through the Red Sea. | 

The Sun and Moons ttanding ftill on the Order of Fofhz:, 
Fofhua 10. 12. 14. makes the Subjeét of the 11th Differtation. 
Our Author maintains the Truth of this Miracle againft thofe 
~who would leffen it by their Subtilty and Evafions, but leaves 
every one at liberty to explain it in fuch a manner as they find 
moft proper. So that indifferent to him, whether we fay the 
Sun and Moon were truly ftopped, that they moved more 
flowly to give Fo/hua time to compleat his Vitory, or that 
they continued their Courfe as formerly, God having ftopp’d 
their Light on Grbeon and Ajalon, to give Fofhua time to gain 
acompleat Vi€tory over the Enemies of the People of God. 

M. Marck, in this Differtation, quotes a. Paflage of Serra- 
rius, where that learned Jefuit commits a pleafant Miftake. 
He fays that the Miracle did not happen at the time of the 
Soiftice, becaufe if the Sun had fteod {till then, the Miracle 
had been lefS confiderable, at lealt in the Opinfon of the Vul- 
. gar, asif the Solftice, acccrding to the Opinion of the Vulgar, 
had any Influence on the-daily Motion of the Sun. 

M. Marck thinks we may reafonably conje€ture, that when 
this Miracle was done, the Sun was ready to fet, and the Moon 
almoft in her full Quarter; which is not improbable. 

: Mm m MUL. In 
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XIL In the 12th Differtation he explains the Miracle men- 
tion’d, Judges 15. 19, He proves, thar the Miraculous Wa- | 
ter, with which Sempfon quenched his Tnirft, did not come 
from the hollow. of the Jaw-bone of the Afs, which he. 
made ufe of to conquer the Phi/iftins, but out of a hole of the 
Earth, which he either made then, or was made. before. 
in the Place where he threw the Jaw-bone, That which has de- 
ceiv'd Interpreters in this Matter is, becaufe that Place was 
called Leb, which fignifiesa Faw bone, cn account of the Inftru- 
ment with which Svmpfon. had triumphed over his. Enemies, 
Fhe. Tranfliters. of Geneva, Lather, the vulgar Trantlation, 
the..Englifh Interpreters, and feveral others, are miitaken in 
this Point, fays.M. Berzard.. ’Tis a quite different thing to 
tranflate it as.fome do. The: Lord opened one. ofthe great 
Teeth of the faw-bone; and to tranflate it, God opened, or 
made.a Cleft in.the Place called Lebi. Yet M. Marck declares, 
that provided the Truth of the Miracle be retain’d, *tis indif- 
ferent to him whether we fay. the Water came out of the Jaw- 
bone, or out of the Earth ; for the Original is fo doubtful, that 
it, may be interprered both ways.. Np 

XII]. The Anfwer of Ev/i/ba to Hazael, 2 Kings 8. 10. who 
confulted him concerning the Difeafe of. Benhadad, King of 
Syria, makes the Subjeét of the 13th Differtation. 

This Anfwer has puzzled. Interpreters, fince E/i/ba feems to - 
have commanded Hazze/ to tell Benbadad that he fhould reco. 
ver, and yet at the fame time declar’d to him, that he knew 
well the King fhould die; which looks like a formal Lie, un- 
worthy of a Prophet. M. Marck relates feveral Explications, 
which feem.to juftify the Sincerity of E/j/b2; but he does not 
determine which of ’em is beft. For. my part, fays M. Ber- 
nard, if I might fpeak.my mind, the Explication is that which 
feems to be-leaft fore’d, and fuppofes E4j/hea to have anfwer- 
ed .pofitively to the Demand of Benhadad, That King was 
fick: He apprehended that his Sicknefs .was mortal, and did 
not forefee that he was to be ftifled by the Wickednefs of Ha- 
zac!, He fent to ask. the Prophet if he fhould recover of his 
Difeafe?.The Prophet anfwer'd him, That in Living be shall 
live, 4. €. That he fhould not die of that Difeafe. that twas 
not mortal; but at.the fame. time declar’d, that God had re- 
vealed to. him he fhould not die: of that Difeafe, bur by the 
Wickednefg of Hazae/, as the Prophet fhews plain enough : . 

| the . 
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the followiug Part of the Diicourfe with Huzzel, who told 
_ Benhadad the firft Part of the Prophets Anfwer, but did not 
care to tell him the latter. What confirms this Explication is, 
that it appears by the Condu&t of Hasae/ he undetftood the 
Words of E/ifha, as we have explain’d em. If E/ifoa had 
foretold that Bembadad thould die of that Difeafe, why would 
‘DTazael haften to {tile bim? The Geneva Tranflation has tran- 
flated this Place very well, tho” it be rather a Paraphrafe than 
Yranflacicn: And t/ha anfwer'd him, Go, Say unto him, Thox 
| mayeft certainly recover ; howbeit the Lord bath fhewed me that 
me fhall furely die. °Tis better to paraphrafe after this manner, 
than to tranflate it fo harfhly as M. Sacy has done, viz. Ehifha 
aniwer'd him, Go, Say unto him, You fhall be cured, but the 
Lord bath fhewed me that he fhall certainly die. Tho’ M. Sacy 
in his Obfervations follows the Explication I have juft now te- 
| on which is alfo that of E/fiws; and our Author does not 
diflike ir. 

XIV. In the following Differtation he explains another Pro- 
phecy of Evijha, in 2 Kings 13. 19. which the Tranflators of 
Gezeva render thus; And the Man of God was wroth with him, 
viz. with Joafh, and faid, Thou fhouldeft have fmitten five or 
_ fix times, then badft thou [mitten the Syrians till thou badft con- 
fumed them, but now thou fhalt {mite Syria but thrice. This 
Paffage is made ufe of to prove the Scientia Media; but our 
Author gives it a quite contrary Senfe. The Propbet by this 
takes notice only of the neceffary Connexion eftablifh’d by the 
_ Decree of God, between the Sign and the thing fignity’d, be- 
tween the Number of times that the Earth was to be finitten, 
and of the Vi&tories the King was to obrain. Now the Know- 
ledge of God which is founded upon his Decree is not Scientia 
Media, but what the Schools call Sczextia Vifionis. In this 
Senfe it may be faid, that if Fudas had repented, he had been 
faved; not to fhew that God willed the Salvation of Fudes 
either abfolutely or conditionally, nor any other way, but to 
fhew the Indifpenfable Connexion between Repentance and 
Salvation. M. Marck fiews in the laft Place. that the Ortho- 
dox Divines, who have admitted a Scientia Media, took it in 
a good Senfé, tho’ there is perhaps fome difficulty in their Ex- 
-preffions, and that at the bottom, they are of the fame Opi 
nion with thofe who deny this Sesew?ia. Media, 
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XV. The 15th Differtation explains the Miracle of the Re- 
trogradation of the Shadow ia the Dial of Abaz, related in 
2 Kings, 20. 8. 11. There are feveral Queftions concernin 
‘this Dia! which our Author confiders: Buthe applies himfel 
particularly to ing ise, whether the Miracle of Retrogradation 
was io the Sun and in the Shadow, or in the Shadow only, 
Oar Author declares for the latter Opinicn,. but does not admit 
all the Arguments of thofe who have imbrac’d it: He examins 
them with much Sagacity, and fhews both the Strength and the 
Weaknefs of ’em. He grounds what he fays principally upon 
the Holy Scriptures as the moft folid Foundation. 

XVI. In the 16th Differtation he refutes M. Becker, who 
pretended to prove in his Monde Enchante, i. c. World Bes 
witch’d, that the Devil had no hand in 7ob’s Affli€tions. 

XVII. The 17th explains the Words of Fob’s Wife, Fob 2. 
9. which have puzzled Interpreters. M. Marc& inclines to their 

Opinion who take the Words ina bad Senfe; that is to fay, 
Eitber oe God and die, as Satan had faid ‘fob would do if 
he were affli€ted; or in a more foft manner thus, Forfake your 
Dependance on God, expel nothing further from him, as if you 
were to receive Affiftance from bim, and think only of dying. 

XVILThe 18th Differtation isa fhort Analytical Explication 
of the 24th Pfalm, which contains a Defcription of the Me/Z- 
ab’s Kingdom, both with refpe& to its Subjects from the frft 
Verfe to the feventh, and with refpe& to the Me/fab himfelf 
from thence to the Clofe. The Pfalmift begins with the De- 
icription of the Natural Kingdom of God, to give us a Re- 
prefentation of the Majefty of the Mefsab, who is the fame 
G-d, to whom the Earth and the fulnefs thereof belongs. 

XIX. The nineteenth Differtation, gives us an Analytical 
Explication of the 47th Pfalm. 

XX. The twentieth, explains the 48th Pfalm. 

XXL. Inthe 21ft he explains the 7th Verfe of the 51{t Pfalm, 
and proves the Strength of the Argument for Original Sin, taken 
from this Verié. He fhews that Chriftians, both Ancient and 
Modern, have proved Original Sin from this paffage, and an- 
Adwers the Principal Obje€tions of his Adverfaries. 

XXII. The Explication of the whole 72d Pfalm, is the Sub- 
jet of the 22d Differtation Ms. Marck makes no doubt to 
apply this Pialm to the MefZah’s Kingdom, a Noble Defcripti- 

‘on of which it contains, yet he has not adopted all the sap oo" 
tica: 
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tical Ideas of fome other Interpreters on this Pfalm, againft 
which he modeftly propofes his doubrs. 

XXIII. In the 23d Differtation, he explains the 3d Verfe of 
the 133d Plalm, and inquires what the Dew of Hermon, men- 
tioned in this Verfeis ; where tis faid, it defcends on the Moun- 
tains of Sion. The difficulty in this place, which puzzles Inter- 
preters, is, that Mount Hermon is fo remote from the Moun- 
tains of Sto, that ’tis hurd to underftand how the Dew can pafs 
from the one of thefe Moun:ains to the other. Some Learned 
Men, to explain this difficulty, have put a Conjunétion, which 
is not in the Original, between the 2 parts of this Verfe. Thus 
the Tranflators of Genevz hive render'd it, And as the Dew of 
Hermon, and that which defcends on the Mountains of Sion. 
The Mefficurs de Port Royu/, who havegiven us a double French 
Tranflation of the Plaims, one according to the Hebrew, and 
the other according to the vulgat Tranflation, have cunningly 
inferted here, in that which is according to the Hebrew, a 
Conjun&ton which is not in the Original, nor have they mark’d 
itin Ita/tck, but have Trai fluted ie thus, Jr zs (:ke the Dew that 
falls on Mount Hermon, and that which falls on Mount Sion : 
and which is furprifixg, tho’ the vulgir Trarflation has fol- 
lowed the Hebrew Literally enough, and Tranflated it, Siczr, 
Ros Hermon, qui defcena:t in Montem Sron, they have rendred 
thefe Words of the vulgar Tranflition in French thus, Comme la 
Rofee d’ Hermor, comme la R fee qui tombe fur la Montagne 
de Sion, i. e. as the Dew of Hermon, as the Dew that fails on 
Mount Sion. By which it appears, thit rhofe Gentlemen have 
not heen very nice in their Tranflations, and that fometimes in- 
ftead of removing difficulties, they have not fo much as per- 
ceived them, which we may fay in pa:ticular, of their Tranfly- 
tions of the Books of the Old Tetta vent. 

To return to our Author, the Conj inétion & does not pleafe | 
him in this place, becaufe it gives the Idea of two Dews, one 
of which falls on Mount Hermon, and the other oa that of Sion, 
which does not anfwer the Prophets larznsion, who would re- 
. prefent by this Emblem, the Union of Brothers who Love one . 
- another. Therefore fays he, we muft underftand it thus, That 
the Dew falling in great plenty on Moun: Hermon, which was 
‘higher than the Mountains of Svo2, {pread it felf afterwards 
either by he Beams of the Sun, or a gentle Wind from Hermon, 
upon the Land of I/rae/ which ley near it, and in which ftood 
Mount Sioa. Once 
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Once for all fays M. Bernard, {uch Difficulties as thefe ought 
not to trouble us, they can only puzzle thofe who have a mind 
at any rate to find Contradi€tions in the Scriptures. The Phe 
nomena of - Nature vary fo much in different Cowntries, efpeci- 
ally as to Meteors, thatif all thefe who write ot them, fhould 
make Comparifons of what they have obferved in she Countreys 
where they wrote, or where they have been, they muft fay 
things which would appear unaccountable to thofe who have 
not feen them. In Iva/y tor Inftance,and in moft ot the Provinces 
of France, there are certain Exhalations that fail after Sun-fet, 
called Mildew ; but in Ho//and | have not heard that they are 
afraid of any fuch thing or fo much as know what it is at Rome. 
"Tis faid to be Mortal to Strangers. 

— XXIV. In the 24th Diflertation, our Author explains thefe 

Words in Ecclef. 7. 28. A Man among a thoufand Men I have 

found one, but among all Women kind, | found not one, as’tis 

in the French Tranflation. Some have applyed this paffage to 

Jefus Chrift, ’tishe fay they, who is this Perte&t Man. among 

a thoufand Men, or rather among all Men; but among all Wo- 

men, he found not one Perfe&t ; they maintain this Explication 
with fome Arguments. But as our Author does not take all that 

gliftens for Gold or Precious Stones, how bright fo ever this 

‘Explication may be, it does not pleafé him. 

He quotes alfo feveral Allegorical Explications, that he does 
not approve ; and then he gives his own Opinion, which is 
this, that among Men, fome ‘are more excellent than others, 
and fo diftinguifh themfelves by their Vertue,that they alone ate 
better than many others: But tho? Women have their Merit, 
fome more and fome lefs, yet they very feldom arrive at that 
degree of Excellency and Merit, that cettain Men have at- 
tained to. If this Explication does not pleafe, fays our Author, 

_jocofely, it cannot offend either Sex. 

_ XXV. The twenty fifth Differration, which is the laft of this 
Volume, explains the 2oth and 22d Verfes of the 65th of I/2ich. 
:Qur Author complains, that feveral Interpreters, endea’ curing 
to give too Elaborate, and far fetch’d Interpretatioiis, have ra- 

ther obfcur’d than explain’d thofe two paflages ; but this is nor 
-the only place where they have been Guilty of the fame Fault: 

_ For our Authors Explication, which is very Natural and Liceral, 
we refer to his Book. 
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Suite des Reflexions & Remarques fur la Difpute du Pere Mar- 
tiany avec un Fuif, par Mr. LEnfent, Pafteur de P Eglife 
Francoife de Berlin, & Chapelain de fa Majefte le Roi de Pruf- 
fe, communiquees af Autor de ces Nouvelles, i. e. The Con- 
tinuation of the Refle€tions and Obfervations upon the Dif. 
pute of F. Martiany with a Few, by Mr. Lenfant,Paftor of the 
French Church at Berlin, and Chaplain to his Majefty the 
King of Pruf/fa, communicated to the Author of the News. 
of the Common Wealth of Learning. 





AGE 393, 394, 395, 996, &c. If ar the beginning - 
y of the Dilipute, Father Martiany had ftop’d the Few, 

when he Objetted to him the particular DcGrines of 

the Chriftian Religion, and brought him to the Hinge of the 

Queftion, the latter would not have rencw’d the Charge, by re- 

proaching the Chriftians with the Dotrine of the Trinity. 

Since that Myftery is not clearly revealed, excepr in the . 
New Teftament, *tis in vain to endeavour to give the Few an 
Idea of it by Images and Emblems taken from the Old Tefta- 
ment, before the Truth of the New was provd: Therefore 
Father Martieny was out in his Method, to Quote to the Fezs 
the 3-Angels who appeared to: Abraham, among whom there 
was.one called Febovah. This Emblematical Divinity may very 
well illuftrate a Truth, when good Procfs are broughs for ir, 
. from other Topicks. But-to begin ar Eftablifhing ir by Em- 
blems, is to €xpofe the Truth to the Subtilries and Difficulties 
of the. Adverfary : Therefore] approve the Opinion of Father 
L él ale 
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Petau in this matter, in his Dogm. Theol. de Grinit. T. 11. 7 
pag. 94. col. 2, where he fays, that this Embiem of the three 
Perfons, who appeared unto Abraham, cannot be made ufe of*- 
to convince a Few of the Trinity. Tamerft Trinitatis indicium 
trium ille numerus utcunque prébuerit, nec de eo Catholici valde ~ 
repugnent, non poffunt tameg tdonce fatis ex eo Fudei vel Sabel- 
ani revinct, i.e. Tho’ that Number of threz,does in forme fort 
point at the Trinity, and the Catholicks don’t much oppofe 
that Proof, yet ’tis not fufficient to convince a Few or a 
Sabelian. 

Father Petew however is miftaken, in faying that Phi/o the 
Few, and the Rabby queted by Maimonides, were of the fame 
Opinion as to that Apparition. Dici quippe poteft hoc ab ills, 
guod Philo Fudeus Libro, de Sacrificits Abel €7 Cain refert, nec 
non R. Chisa apud, R Mofem 11. Mor. Nevoch, cap, 42. Dei Sti- 
patores Angelos, Quod ex narratione ipf{z, verbifg. Mcfis [uadere 

terunt, Petau, ibid, i.e. tor this may be faid by them,. which 
Philo the ‘Few relates in his Book concerning the Sacrifices of 
Abel and Cain, and what R Chiza fays, as Rabbi Mofes tel!s us, 
More Nevoch cap. 42. that the Angels were Gods Attendants, 
a the Hiltory it felf, and the Words of Mo/fes feem to 

avour. 

Philo {ays indeed, that God was betwixt the two Angels as 
his Guards, Quando Deus ipfe comitatus duabus Supremis Poten- 
tis, Jopvgepav pevos Ure dusty rev dvardze durducey principatu boni- 
tateque, ipfe unus tlle medius triplicem Imaginationem operabatur 
in anima viftva, i. ¢. When God h mfeif was accompanied with 
two high Powers, Sovera‘gnty and Goodnefs. He alone who 
was in the middle, did operate that threefcld Imagination of 
appearance in the Vifive Faculty | 

But Rabbi Chiza fays otherwife. More Nevoch, 11. 42. p. 130. 
which is as follows, 1. That Mofes begins his Relation by fay- 
ing in General, that God sage to Abrabam. 2. He after- 
wards explains how this Vifion was performed, viz. by the 
Miniftry of 3 Men, afterwards Known to be Angels. 3. That 
Abrabam called one of thefe Angels God, becaufe being the 
Chief, he beft reprefented the Perfon of God. However, I 

' don’t wonder that St. Auguftin, who was per{waded of the 
Trinity, and Jnftru€ted in this Myftery by the Books of the New 
Tettament, Tom. 5. ab 6. T. 57. 334.7. 8. 521, §22. found in 


this Apparition a Reprefentation of this Myftery , but ’tis cer- 
tain 
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‘tain, that a Few ought to have fome previous Arguments rc? 
make hiin believe this, fince St. Augu/tin himfelf had enough 
ado to maintain it, and varied in his Opinion on this Appari- 
tion. In his Crvitate Dei, 4b. 16. cap. 29. He finds no repre- 
fentation of the Trinity there, and fays only, that God was in 
tthofe Angels, as he wasin-the Prophets, and that Abrubamand 
Lot {pake uato thei, as if they {fpake unto God. In his Book 
againtt Maximin, Tom. viii. p. 521. §22. he fays exprefly, thar 
this Apparition was a reprefentation of the Trinity. Cum au- 
tem n.rraret Scriptura, guomodo et vifus fit Deus, tres viros, 
li apparuiffe declarat, in quibus magis ipfa Trinitas, qui unus 
Deus eft, vette intelligi potcft. Venique tres videt, F non Do- 
minos, fed Dominum appellat, quoniam Trinitas tres quidem per- 
fona funt, fed unus Dominus Deus. i, e. But when the Scripture 
tel's how Gud was {een by him, it declares that 3 Men appear- 
ed to him, by which rather the Trinity itfelt, which is one God, 
ought to be underttood, befides, he fees Three, and does not 
cail chem Lords, but Lord. becaufe the Trinity is indeed 3 Per- 
fons, burt one Lord God. 

However, St. Auvgu/fin is perplexed here. For fince he aftirms 
in the fame place, that Lor {fpake to one of thefe Angels as to 
Ged, when they were only 2, where is the reprefentation of the 
Tiinity ? Fam ergo probatum eft, quod me per fcripturam facram 
demonftraturum effe promiferam, cundem Dominum, qui ditlus 
fuerat abiiffe, ut cefjaviu lgui ad Abrabam in duobas illis Ange- 
lis defcend {Je in. Sodoma, ficut dixerat, & in eis ab Homine jufto 
agnitum fuiffe. i. e. Therefore, fays he, I have prov’d what I 
undertook 1o do from the Scripture, that he who was call’d 
- Lord, went away, and when he ceafed to {peaketo Abraham, 
he defcended in thofe two Angelsto Sodom, ashe had promis’d, 
and was known in them by the Righteous Man. 

St. duguftin being thus prefs’d by this objc€tion he had raisd 
himfelf in his 7th Sermon, Tom. 5. p. 28. he returns to the 
fimple and plain Expofition of this Vifion, which he propofed 
in his Book. De Civitate De? Ne feparemus ergo Trimtatem, & 
faciamas in Sodoma dualitatem, puto quod mehus intelligimus, 
gaia Patres noftri Dominum in Angelis agnofcebant habitantem,in 
habitatione intelligebant, xon portantibus, fed infidentt glorian 
dabant. i. e. Let us nut therefore feparate the Trinity, and 
make them a duality in Sedom. 1 think we may better under- 
ftand it thus, that ours Fathers acknowledg’d the Lord who dwelt 


Nna in 



































itn ars e 


c—< 
a 


. ! ~~ pty ah iid ee eee ee 2 oo 
> ~ 3 — ~ - -- ~ 7 ro _ <n 
_ ara — eur ces —_——— > 2 m ; * —— 
“ += = AS a eS wet x phn ? —~ ro oe, = ~My . i Os ~ 
sees + Ss = 6 i 2 2 at a ES SO seit SEs = aS $ a 
. Spee Se : : ~ <n . — 

















466 Che Clorks of the Leanne, 


inthe Angels, and gave the Glory to him whe dwelt in them, 
and not to them who were only his Habitation. So that ac- 
cording to the Opinion of St Auguftin, tho’ 100 Angels had 
been there, as there were but 3. on this occafion, and two on 
another, the Patriarchs would have called them Lord, becaufe 
they believed the Lord dwelt in them. In all thefe Places, there 
isone Thing wherein St Auguffim agrees very well with himfelf, 
viz. he conftantly denies that the 2d Perfon of the Trinity ap- 
peared on this occafion. ‘In which tis {trange, that he fhould 
differ from all the Fathers before him, as Fufiiw Martyr, S. L 
veneus, Tertullian, Origen, S. Athanaftus, 8. Bafil, 8. Ambrofe 
his Mafter, and alfo the 3d Council ot <dztioch, which was 
held again{t Paulus Samofatenus. St Auguftin indeed. gives 2 
Reafons for it; but they feem nor to be fufficient, for his leaving 
a. Tradition fo antient and general; they are in his Book, De 
Civitate Dei 9 Contra Maxim, where quoted above. One is, 
that Zor alfo called one of the Angels, who went to Sodom, 
Lord. But this Father did not confider, that there was much dif- 
ference between the ftile of the 18th Chapter, where one ot the. 
3 Perfons, who is always called Febovab by Abrabam, and the 
facred Hiftorian, and that of the 19th Chapter, where one of 
thefe Angels is only. called Adonai, and feems to a&t all in the 
Name of Fehbovab. 

The 2d Reafon which obliged St. Awguffus to depart from the 
common Opinion in this Point, “is, that the Aviams pretended to 
take advantage from it, that Jefus Chrift appeared to the Pa- 
triarchs, and concluded from thence, that he was of a different 
Nature from the Father, who isinvifible. Et, Serm. 5. ubi fu- 
pra.. Sed hic occurrit aliquid precavendum : Non enim defunt 
heretici, qui dicant Patris & bili diftare & diffonare naturas 7 
nan cos ejje unius ejufdemque fubftantia..-. li ergo, qui perfua- 
dere moliuntur, Eiltum non effe cjufdem fubftantie culus elt Pa- 
ter, argumentantur ex boc, quod Filius vifus eft Patribus. Pa- 
ler inqu want non eft vifibitis. i. e. But here’s fomething that 
muft be obviated; for there are Hereticks who fay, that the Fa- 
ther and. Son differ in Nature, and that they are not of one and 
the fame Subftance, and: thofe who argue fo, fay that the Son 
was feen.by the Father, but the Father is not vifible. In effeét, 
the 2d Council of Sirmium, according to Petaw, or the 1ft, ac- 
cording to Simond.and de Marca, which was made up of Semi- 


_ Arians, pronounced an. Anathema ‘againft thofe who faid, that 
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*rwis not the Son, who appeared to Abraham, but God who 
cannot be born, fed Deam ixnafcibilem, Pet. Dogm. Theol. de Tri- 
nit. Ibe He D.-443.5 ~: 

But ’tis eafie to anfwer that wretched Sophifm of the Arizns, 
by faying, that aa invifible and eternal Nature, may very well 
at times take a vifible one, as St. Auguftin anfwers himfelf ir 
the place juft now quoted. We fee then that this Father had 
no reafon to go from the Opinion of his Anceflors, which he 
feems in fome meafure to favour in the words that follow 
chofe juft now quoted, ws. Hoc retento, fecure credimus potu- 
iffe dict, Fi/ium qui apparuit moyft, & Dominum & Angelum Do- 
mini. Setm, 7. p 25.1. €. This being laid down, we fafely be. 
lieve that the Son, who appeared to Mo/es, may both be called 
Lord, and the Ang-l of the Lord. 

I have mide this Digreflion to thew, thatif Father Martianay 
would make ufe of the Apparition related in Genefis 18. againft 
the Few, he had dene better to have followed the conftant Tra- 
dition of the Church, than the Opinion of dxgaftin, who has 
varied much from it, as we have feen. Father Martianay might 
have argued better againit the Few, from the Authority of the 
Fes themfelves. Philo in his Book of Dreams, explaining this 
Paffige of Gene/is 31. 13. where, according to the LXX iris 
read thus, 1 am the God who appeared unto thee in the place of 
God, Eyal tur 6 Oeos 5 wObe’s cot tv roww Gecd, fays, that by one 
of the Perions defigned by rhe Name of God, we mutt undeg- 
ftand-his word, rov reecRuraroy dure Noyov, Aatiquifinum ejus 
Sermogem, i. e. His moft Antient and Eternal Word. Philo’s 
own Words deferve to be related, which are, ‘ De fomn. p. 165. 
* Hic locus non eft curfim pratereundus, fed diligenter exami- 
‘ nandum, an duo Dij fint Legitur enim ego fum ille Deus. 7. ¢. 
This Place is not to be paffed over flightly, but we muft dili- 
gently examine whether there be two Gods, for ’tis read, | am 
that God, 

in the Text tis @ds, without the Article, but thars a Fault 
of the Printer, as appears from the Tranilation ‘tis ray, from 
Philo’s Argument and his following words) ‘ Qui tibi apparui 
‘ non in loco meo, fed in loco Dei & row fiov, (without the 
Article) quafi alterius, Quid igitur dicendum ? Revera Deus 
unus eft, abufive autem plures ; ideo facra Scriptura nunc ib 
* lum verum per articulum indicet, dicens ego fum ille Deus. 


czterum abufive di€tum fine articulo enunciat, gui apparui ti- 
; Nnn 2 ‘bi 
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‘ biin loco Dei; nihil adjnngens ad Dei vocabulum, vocaz 
* autem Deum nunc antiquifimum fermonem fuum. 1.¢. Who- 
appeared unto thee not in my own Place or Name, but in the. 
Place of Grd, & 7¢am Oss without the Article, as-if he would 
fay in the Place of another, What fhall we fay then, in reali- 
ty there’s but one God, but imprope:ly or abufive more, therefure 
the Holy Scripture does here point out that true God by the Ar. 
ticle, faying, |.am that God, bur fays improperly without the 
Article, who appeared unto the in the Place of God, adjoining. 
nothing to the word God; but here he calls God his moft ancient 
Word. I don’t undertake to juftity Phi/o’s way of arguing, bur 
only fay, that here F Martiamay might have faid, this Few was 
inclinable to own, tbat *twas the Meffiah who appeared to A- 
brabam, and that the Patriarch ¢alled him God. , 
Tis probable that the Rabby Mla:mon was almoft of Pbilo’s 
opinion, inthe place we have already quoted, For after hav- 
ing faid; on Gen. 18. 3. *Ubi Auétor illius expofitionis ( R. 
* Chifah ) dicit quod verba ifta Abrahami, Domine fi nunc in- 
* veni gratiam in oculis tuis, ne, quefo, tranfeas a fervo tuo ; 
* quod, inquam, ifta verba ad unum, & quidem prxcipuum in- 
* illos dixerit & direxerit ; quod tibi, adds Maimonides, tan- 
* quam Secretum magnum confiderandum relinquo. 7. ¢. Where 
the Author of that Expofirion Rabbi Chifab fays, that thefe 
words of Abrabum, Lord if I- have now.found favour in thy 
fight, | befzech thee pafs not away from thy Servant, were di- 
re&ted’to one and the chief'among ’em, which I leave to you, 
adds Ma:monides, to be confidered as a very great Secret. But 
what is the great Secret of Maimon ? "Tis doubtlefs, that this 
chief to whom Abraham addrefled him is the adyes, but Aai- 
mon would not fay fo, becaufe he would not give the Chriftian 
occafion to make advantage of it; and-to fay that this Acyer ‘3 
Jefus Chrift. Faftin Martyr makes ufe of the fame Principle 
againft the Jew Tryphon, and it appears alfo that the Jew fub-. 
mitted to it, Page 279. 

But {am afraid, the ancient Father did jaft-as the Modern one 
tris done, that is, he fuffered him to pufh his Obje€tion as-far as 
he thinks fit, and:made him-fubmit; when he pteafed. I'draw 2 
Confequences from hence ; one, that fince Father Miurtianay was 
willing to make ufe of this Argument. he fhould have follow’d 
the Tradition,and fo much the more,that ’tis received by both Pa- 
pits and.Proveftunts, and that the Jews are not far from receiv- 
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ing-it, inftead of adhering to the parcicular Opinion of Saint 
Auguftin, the Example ot Efftss and his B:ethren of Port-Roya), 
The other is, that "cwere better 40 have paffed ftom this Argu 
ment, becaufe, as Seneca fays, Epift. 85 ab init. Padet in aciem 
defcendere pro dits bominibufgac fJufceptam, fabsla armitum. i. e, 
"Tis a fhame to join an Aray. rais'd for the defence of God and 
Man, without Armour o! Proof. 

Page 439, 440, 441. The Jew objects to the Chriflian, that 
it may be faid of the Miracles of Jetus Chiift as of Pharaoh’s 
Magicians, that they were me-r Iliufions and Phantoms of Mi- 
racles. Father Martianay's An{wers are as much again{t the Mi- 
racles of the Magicians as againit thofe of Mo/es, and by Con- 
f{equence againft the Gofpel, which gives Txitimony to the Mi- 
racles of Mofes, Ac?. 7 36. He fays firft, that the Miracles of 
the Magicians, fuppofe they were true, were of another Cha- 
rafter than thofe of Jefus Chrift. Do not you perceive, fays 
he, that Miracles done by the Power of Devils are vile, hor- 
rid, and murthering Prodigies: They are only horrible Serpents, 
a Draught of Blood and nafty Frogs; whereas the Miracles of 
Jefus Chrift, which are ftamp’d with the Chara&ter of a Crea- 
tor, are all Beneficial, Divine and Wonde:ful But where were 
Father Martiany’s Thoughts? Could he nor likewife perccive 
that Ma/fes’s Miracles might at this rate be obj.cted agiinft al- 
fo as vile, horrible. and murthering Miracles, and that a Heae 
then, or any other Libertine, might conclude from his Anfwer, 
that Mo/es did his alfo by the Power of the Devil, fince they 
did not bear the Charaéter of the Creator. °Tis true, when 
we make a Parallel between the Miracles-of Mafes and thofe. 
of Jefus Chrift, the Chara€ter of the Miracles of the latter is 
of great weight to prove him to be the Jle//zb, becaufe there. 
are in them all the Qualities and Characters that thofe of the 
Meffiab ought to have, according to the Oracles of the Prophets: 
I mean, that they were all beneficient, and attended with Sweet-. 
nefs; whereas moft of the Miracles pesform’d by Mofes were 
frightful, But that Confideration makes nothing againft the 
Miracles of the Magicians; for whether they be vile, horrid. 
and murthering or not, they are no lef Miracles for that, fince 
Mofes’s were the fame. We muft exaa.in then, 1ft. If the Pro- 
digies of the Magicians were really Miracles, or only Delufi-. 
ons? 2. Suppofe they were Miracles, we muft examin whe- 


ther they had the Qualitics requifice to authorize their Call or- 
Dokttiine, . 
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Doftrine, and whether they may be compared in that relpec co 
the Miracles of. Mofes and of our Saviour? 

Father Martianay continuing to anfwer the Jew, demands, 
whethér a Frog.is comparable 10 a Man raifed from the dead: 
pag. 441. “No, becaufe a Man is better thana Frog: But ’tis 
as great a Miracle to make a Frog, as to raife one from the 
dead, fince one is as eafy to God as the other; on the contrary, 
there’s neither Angel, nor Devil, nor Man, who would not 
find it as difficult to make a Freg as to raife one from the dead : 
Which puts mein mind of the Countryman of Provence; to 
whom one baafting fo much of the Power of J ouis XIV. He 
bien! Says he, S'i/ eft fi puiffant, quil me faffe Seulement une 
Courge, 1. e. Very well, fays he; lt he be fo Powerful, let him 
only make me a Gourd. 

Father Martiany is much miftaken then, when he thinks tis 
eafier to create a little Fly; than Frogs and great Serpents. He 
feems not to have obferv'd, rhat the infinite Wifdom and Power 
of God are as illuftrious in the Prodnétion of a Worm. as in 
the greate{t Sea Monfters. And I think there’s no Artift bur 
will fay, that tis more difficult to make a Fly than a great Ser- 
pent. In fhort, Father Martiony lays, he believes the Miracles 

of the Magicians were only Hlufions, torm’d in the Senfes of 
the Spe€tators by Demons. Is there any thing, fays he, more 
fubje€t to [llufion and Error than Water turn'd into Blo«d, a 
Rod that may move like a Serpent, and a piece of Earth, which 
appears to be a Frog? 

1. We may on the contrary maintain, that there’s nothing 
‘TefS fubjc€t to [llufion than thofe Things. If Mofes had {aid 
that the Magicians contented themfelves only to fhew one Frog, 
and fome Drops of Water died red, it had been ftrange that 
Pharaoh and the Egyptians {hould have becn. deciev’d by this. 
But Mo/es fays every where, that the Magicians did the fame 
thing, and particularly that they brought up Frogs upon the 
Land of Eeypt, Exod. 8, Father Martianay may fay what he 
will; but there’s nothing lefs fubje&t to Iufion than thofé 
Things. Who does not fee that this Anfwer makes as much a- 

-gainft the Miracles of Mo/es? 1 remember to have formerly 
- read a Latin Differtation, where ’twas very well prov’d, that 

‘twas a greater Miracle to deceive all the People in things of 
this Nature, than really to produce Frogs, to turn Rods into 
“Serpents, and-Rivers into Blood, &c. The Magicians’s want 
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of Power to produce Lice or Flies, as the Septuagint and vul- 
gar Verfion have it, iso Proof that they wrought Miracles on; 
ly in Shew, as Father Marssany pretends, p. 442. For fince 
according to him, ’tis eafier for Demons to reprefenr to our 
Eyes the Images of all tnofe Things, could it be lefs eafy for 
them to reprefent the J:nages of Flies. 

Their Weaknefs then in this, is only a Proof that God would 
not fuffer their Power to reach any further, to teach them that 
all they had made to appear, came only fromhim. The Father 
then ought to have antwered the Jew, that God might for par- 
ticular Reafons, as for Inftance, to prove his People fuffer a 
Falfe Prophet to work fome Tranfient Miracle, as is exprefly 
faid, Deut. 13 But thefe Miracles could not be many, nor of 
long continuance, becaufe the .Tentation would have been too 
{trong, which were to afcribe fuch a Conduét to God as fa- 
voured Deceit and Impofture. The Miracles of the Magicians 
were of this fort, God futtered them for fome particular Rea- 
fon, but thefe of Mo/es were Superiour in many refpe&ts. His 
Rod Swallow’d up all thofe of the Magirians, they could not 
produce Lice: Thofe Plagues were not removed bur at the 
Prayer of Mofes, and not atthofe of the Mugicians. It feems 
alfo, That Pharaoh underftood, that the Miracles of Mofes, 
and thofe of the Magicians, proceeded from the fame Power ; 
fince he did not apply himfelf to the Magicians to call upon 
their Deities ; but to Ma/es and Aaron to intreat the Lord to 
remove the Frogs, Exod. 8.8. which mikes Pharaoh inexcufa- 
ble. Befides Mo/es’s Miracles were not Limited to Egypr, but - 
they continued 40 Years in the Wildernefs. | 

From thence Father Martian, fhould have gone to the Mira- 
desof JESUS CHRIST, to fhew wherein they differd - 
from thofe of the Magiczans, by their great Number, long Con- 
tinuance, prodigious Variety, their Lutire, iafting Efeéts, and 
Charafter, which left no room to fufpsct that they were the 
Effe& of the Devils Power. In fhort, Father Martzeny might 
have added to all that, That there’s {till another Chara€ter to 
diftinguith the Miracles of an Impoftor from thofe of a True 
Prophet; which is their Do@trine, as appzars from Deut 13. 
already quoted, where God fays, Tiat if that Prophet would 
perfwade the People io Worfhip other Geds, he ought not to be 
Liffened to, notwithftanding bis Predittion ond Miracles. This 
Character diftinguifhes the Miraclesof JESUS CHR sa 
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which alwaysioclin'd Men only to Worfhip the God of Abra. 
ham, If:ac and Facob, trom thofe of the Magicéans, who would 
have confirm’d the People of I/rae/ in the Idolatry of Exypt. 
Ido not rhink the Few could have anfwered this Objeétion 
any other way, than by denying that JESUS CHRIST wrought 
any Miracles, Hence [ conclude once more, That Father 
Martiary {hould have begun by proving the Truth of the 
Gofpel. 

nas 465, 466. Father Martiaay fys to the Few, If you 
were a Chriftian, Sit, you fhould be Cut off from the Number 
of Catholicks, becaufe of this Ridiculo::s and Falfe Interpretation 
ofthe Words of Feremy. For the Catholick Charch has always 
Condemned Hereticks, who pretend to be capable of explaining 
by themfclves, the True Senfe of the Scriptures, without an 
dependance on the Opinion of the Church, and Holy Fathers, 
who are the Doé€tors of ir. 

Since Father Martiany feems to be herein a Paflion, he gives 
Occafion to one little miftrufttul than the Few, to return ftrong. 
er Anfwer than thofe he has put in his Mouth ; and char fi d- 
ing himfelf pinch’d, he has recourfe to the Thunders of the 
Vatican, 10 Noxplus his Adverfary. Ifthe Heat of the Difpure 
engag’d the Chriftian to {peak after this manner, he ought to 
have foftned it, at leaft ia the Narrative for his own Honour, 
and for that of the Chriffian Religion: For however Good the 
‘Caufe may: be, we cannot think by this Haughty way of Treat- 
ment, to perfwade Men, and bring them to the Knowledge of 
the Truth. Who knows but the Poor few, who feem’d ready 
almoft to embrace the Chriftian Religion, was difcouraged tor 
fear of being cxcommunicated, when ever he fhould take the 
‘Liberty to explain according to his Light, any P ffige of Serip- 
ture ; elpecially if this Few were a Curate. 1 leave any Man 
to Judg:, if he had not reafon to be Frighted at this great Num- 

sber of Fathers and Doétors, to whofe Judgment they would 
‘oblige him to fubmit, io explaining a Paffige of Holy Scrip. 
-tnre. Had he been at Liberty, which perhips he was nor, he 
would not have fail’d to fay to Father Martiany, ‘It I fhould 
© turn Chriftian, you may be fure I will never be your Profe- 
‘lyre, but go and feck among other Chriftians, a fhorter, furcr, 
‘ and more reafonable way of explaining Scripture. For we be- 
"lieve, might he have added, That the Scripture carries its 
~* own Interpretation along with it, and that if fometimes ‘tis 
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© exprefs'd in few Words, in other places ’tis explain’d more at 
“ jarge ; for the Scripture is fuppos‘d to be dire€&ted to Perfons 
‘ot Underftanding. Every Body knows that Language was in- 
‘vented to {hew-what we would have, and to exprefs our 
‘ Thoughts, fince without this, Speech would be of no ufe. 
‘ Now | would fain have any one tell me, why God would have 
‘ Writ the Law in a Language and Stile that may be underftood, 
‘it we ufe all proper means to difcover the meaning and defign 
* of him that {peaks, if fo be there was need of an Oral Law. to 
‘explain that whica was written. Thefe are the very Words 
of a Few, related by M. Frigland, De Sect. Karr. pag. 119. 

It would really feem, that Father Martianay hada mind out 
of mecr petulancy, to contradi& the Paffage of the Prophet 
Jeremiah without Reafon, tho’ he quotes it himfelf, wiz. They 
Shall no more.teach every one bis Brother. For, what can be 
more contrary to this Truth, than the great Bundle of Doétors 
to whom we mult have recourfe for underftanding the Scripture, 
and to-be inftru&ted in faving Truths ? St. Ferome expounding 
thefe words ot Feremiah, fays, the Prophet meant by this that 
the Jews fhould no more have need of Matters of the Traditi- 
ons, and Commandments of Men, but fhould be taught by the 
Holy Spirit. Us nequaguam querant Fudaicos Magiftros, &F 
Traditiones, £2 Mandata Hominum, fed doceantur a Spirit 
Sano, On this Foot the Condition of the Jews converted to 
Chriftianity fhould be much better than ours, fince the new 
Oeconomy eafes them of the trouble to have ‘Recourfe to the 
Traditions of their Mafters,; whereas Father Mertianay cuts 
us off from the Communion of Catholicks, if we explain the 
Scripture without any Dependance upon the Fathers. For my 
part, I am perfuaded, that whoever makes ufe of the Light 
God has given him, to explain tie Holy Scriptures by ir felf, 
withour excluding the helps that may be had from the Fathers, 
is truly taught of God; and that he derogates from this Privi- 
lege, - when he confines himfelf fo to the Fathers, that he will 
not differ from their Explications,even when they are contrary to 
the Analogy of the Scripture, as well as Common Senfe, and 
contain nothing but vain Allegories. I believe ’twere eafier to 
‘convert a Jew by this Principle, than by threatning him with 
Excommunication, if he took the Liberty to explain Scripture 
by Scripture, and by the Rules of good Criticks, as all the 
Books of the World muft be aoe” and by fubje€ting him 
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to a Canon of the Council of “Trezt, which is only a Modern 
Regulation, and contrary to the Pra&tice of all Antiquity, what- 
Father Martianay may fay Magitterially on this Head. Since 
St. Auguftin is not an Author unknown or fufpetted by this 
Learned Benediftin, he needs only to read the well known 
Words of the’82d Letter. Tom, 11. Edit. Antwerp Ann. 
1700 of that ancient Dottor. Num, 23, 24. Flagitas a me, 
@zc. to be convinced that St. Augufiim was of the fame Opini- 
on with the pretended Hereticks, and not of that which Fa- 
ther Martianay afcribes to the Church. | 
Then fince Father Martianay wculd take the Jew at his own © 
Word in p. 465. ‘ If Tl were of your Religion, I would nor 
‘ explain the Paflage of Feremy otherwife than I have done, 
i.¢c. That in the time of the Meffiah even Sucking Children 
fhail be capable of knowing God by themfelves, as the Jew 
fays, pag 450. any Chriftian might anfwer him without Paf- 
fion thus It you were of my Religion, Sir, fince you own 
the Authority of the Epiftle to the Hebrews, which is now 
own’d by all Chriflians, you would admit the Explication 
which is given there of this Pafflage of Jeremy, Heb. 8. 10, 
11, We would not take from you the liberty of giving this 
Prophecy an Hiftorical Meaning, fince there are fome things in 
it which can agree only to the Jews, as appears by the fame 
Chapter compar’d with Nehemiah 9. 38. and 10 1, 2, 3, 4. 
and with Ezeky/ 11. 17, 18, 19, 20, and 36. 23, 24, &e. 
J fay we would allow you the liberty, provided you own that 
this Prophecy, and thofe of the fame nature, were more per- 
fe&tly accomplifh’d in Fefus Chriff, as you eannot deny, if you 
he a Chriftian, As to the reft, it would depend upon your Un- 
derftanding to chufe fuch a Hiftorical Senfé as is moft reafona- 
ble, and not to afcribe to the Holy Ghoft fuch Thoughts 
as are unworthy of him, by explaining Figurative Fxpreflions 
too ftrittly in a literal Senfe. And fince\as a Chriftian you 
alfo own the Ads of the Apoft/es, you will find in the fecond 
Chapter of this Divine Booka remarkable Accomplifhment 
of that Prophecy, as well as in the Epiftles of St. Pav/, who 
oppofes the Stone Tables of the Law to the fiefhy Tables of 
the Gofpel, 2 Corinth. 3. 3. i. e. to the Tables of the Heart; 
and who fpeaks often, as.vell as other of the Apoftles, of a 
Spirit that animates Believers under the New Teftament. 
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L thall finifh my Obfervations upon this Difpute with the fol- 
lowing Rules, which I think ovght to be obferv’d; among ma- 
ny others in difputing with a Jew, which Father Martianay has 
not obferv’d in this Conference. ft. That the Jew ought al- 
ways to be brought back to the principal State of the Queftion, 
whatever Digreflion he make, and to what we cali Fugulum 
Caufe, or the Hinge of the Controverfy, i ¢. to the Divinity of 
the New Teftament. 2. That until the Jew has granted thi8, 
Proofs taken from thcfe Books ought not to be quoted to him, 
unlefs the Difpute be about fome Faét that has no Dependance 
on that Queftion, viz. whether thofe Books be Divine or no: 
As on the other fide we mufi not fufter a Jew to found his Ar- 
‘guments on any Principle which may be in queftion between 
‘him and a Chriftian; for Inftance, upon a Me/Zab to-come, or 
upon a double Meffab. The third Rule is, that we muft not 
deny to a Jew the Literal or Hiftorical Senfe of a Prophecy, if 
it have any Foundation or Probability; but are to fhew him 
that ’tis imperfeet, aud does come up to the full Senfe of the 
Prophecy. The 4th is, that we muft proceed in the Di'pute 
with an evennefs of Mind, without Paffion or Piide, as ought 
to be done among People who fincerely believe the Truth to be 
ontheir Side, and confequently aim truly at inftruéting one a- 
nother; fo that chere fhould be nothing but the Scrength or 
Weaknefs of the Arguments on either fide to be weigh’d by the 
Difputants. To thefe Rules I would add a Condition, which 
in my Opinion is very neceffary to difpute with Succefs and 
Confidence againft the Jews, viz. that they might have no 
Caufe to reproach Chriftians with any Shadow of that [dola- 
sty, which brought fo many Calamities upon the Jews, and is 
confequently fo juft an Obje& of their Horror. 
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R,D. Caroli Mafitani Philofopbie ac Med. Dotloris clariffimi,. 
de morbis Mulierum Tralatus, cui queftiones due, altera de. 
Semine cum Mafculeo tum Femineo, aliera de Sanguine Men- 
firuo, uptote- ad-Opus apte facientes, fant prafixe. Que ad 
earundum Naturam, Malerum anatomen, conceptum, uteri 
Geftationem, fetus Animationem, 7 Hominis Ortum attinent, 

Ubertim fimul explanantur. Omnia juxta Recentiorum Philo- 

Sophia Principia & Medicorum Experimenta fedalo enucleata, 

cum indicibus Capitum, Rerum; & Materiarum focupletifiimis 

Colonie Allobrogum,:1. e. A Treatife of the Difeafes of Wo- 

men with Childs to which is prefix’d two Queftions, one on 

the Spermatick Humour of both Sexes, the other of Wo- 
mens Monthly Courfes; wherein all that belongs to the 

StruCture of-a Woman’s Body, their Conceiving, their being 

with Child, the animating the Foetus, and the Birth cf 

Man, are fully explain’d, according to the Piinciples of 

Modern Philofophers, with- very large Tables of the Chare . 

ters and Matters. By Charles Mufitane, Doktor of Phyfick. 

At Geneve, 1709, Vol. in 4to. pag. 240, 


TVE by her Difobedience was: the Caufé that Woman was 

a toa thoufand Infirmities. Our Author confi- 
ders whac thefe Infirmities are, which he reduces to 19 Princi- 
pals, vzz, The Suppreffion of the Menftrua, their too great 
Efflux, their Whites, BarrennefS, Nymphomanie, called by Phy- 
hicians Furor Uterinus, their pale Colour, Fits of the Mother, 
the fall of the Matrix, the Ulcers of the Womb, thofe of the 
Vagina, Abortion, Tyrapany, the Death of the Foetus, their 
hard Labour in Child-bed, their Pains in bringing forth, the 
Coagulation of their Milk, the Inflammazion of their Breatts, 


the Difcafe call’d. the falling off of the Hair, their fore Nip-. 
ples, 


As. 
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As to the two Queftions mention’d in the Title which come — 


before the Treatile; che firtt conc raing he Spermatick Humor, 


conrains fix Parts. 1. Whatthis dumcur s, 2 Ot what Subttance. 


’tis made. 3. Whence ircomes. 4. Whether it be animated. 
5. If thac ct the Woman re.lly ceterves the Name of Sper- 
matick. 6. How the Woman concu s.to Generation. The 
fecond contains 6 others. y ‘\\bat the Biocd of Womens 
Couries is. 2. Wey Women only are fubj-€t to thofe Evacua- 
tions. 3. In what Cafes they are exempted from them. 4 At 
what Age they begin to be tubje&t tothem. 5: Whar the Caufe 
of thac periodical Evacuation is. 6.. Whether this Humour has 
any thing hurtful in ir or not, 


M. Mafitano obferves in this Book, his ufual method. He. 
confiders on all the Points he propofes, the different Opinions: 


of Philofophers and Phyfitians, both Antient and Modern, ap. 
proves what to him feems agreeable to Reafon and Experience, 
and rejects what he thinks contrary. The Rule he obferves 
in the Ireatife of Womens Difeafes, is to defcribe firft the Di- 
{temper in Queftion, next to {hew the Opinions of the Antients, 
as to the Ciuies and Signs of thefe Diitempers, and th:n he 
gives his own, which for the molt part is that.of the Moderrs,; 
and in the laft place, he fhews the Kemedies. We cannot 
give an Extract of all that our Author fays on fo many diiterent 
Subjects ; but fhall confine our felves to the Article where he 
deminds from whence that comes which produces Min, and 
to that in which he inquires into the Caufes of Barsennels. As 
to the firit, he inclines to Hippocrates’s Opinion, who thinks 


that the matter which ferves for the Propagation of our Species, 


comes from all Paits of the Body: But he does not approve 
the Reafons.alledg’d by the followers of Hippocrates for this, 
One of which among others, is the Likenefs of Children to their 
Parents. He combates this Opinion, and preteuds that the 
Childrens being more like one Perfon than another, proceeds 


only from the imagination of the Mother. To convince his- 


Readers of it, he relates the following Story, the Secret of 
which he fays was trufted only to him. A certain Young Wo- 
man fell defperately in Love with a Young Man, but was Mar- 
ried by her Parents to another fhe did not Love. She had feve- 
ral Children by her Husband, who were all likethe Young Man 


She Loved. Her Husband on this account refufed to own them» 


for his Children, and abugd both them and their Mother; 
This 
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This ill Treatment made the Mother, who was Innocent, ina 
little while after to yield to the Sollicitasion of the Young Man 
She Lov’d, and by him had a Son, in every thing fo like her 
Husband, that he thought himfelf to be his Father, and was 
thereupon Reconcil’d to his Wife with Joy. M, Mujfitaxo makes 
feveral Refe€tions on this Subje&t, concerning the force of the 
Imaginations of Mothers on the Ferws, and pretends that fince 


a Man withone Eye does not beget a Child with one Eye, nor 
a Blind Man a Blind Child, it muft be afcrib’d to the Imagina- 


‘tion cf the Mother, becaufe fhe has a perfe&t Child in her Idea, 


Alcmeon. was of Opinion, That the Humor which ferves: for 
Generation, comes from the Brain; P/eto thought. it was Fur- 
nifhed by the Marrow of the Back-Bone ; Ferze/ius thought it 
came from thofe Parts the Ancients call’d Spermatick: Avicen 
alledg’d it came from the Brain, the Heart, and the Liver, 
And Ariftotle was of Opinion, that it had no other Source but 
the Pampine form Veflels, viz. the Arteries which lead to the 
Tefticles. Our Author refutes thofe different Opinions by many 
Arguments, and afterwards propofes his own as tollows. Tuat 
which Generates Man fays he, is fomething Spirituous, which 
contains the Idea of whit is tobe Born. And fince [dea’s cin- 
not be impreffed but upon Light, it follows fays he, that what 
produces Man is fomething of the Nature of Light, which be- 
ing contain’ in a grofs and Senfible Subttance, difengages it 
felf for the Formation of the Fetus. Our Author to prove his 
Definition, makes ufe of divers Arguments, fome of which can’t 
be underftood, without being related at large, and others tho’ 


‘more Capable of an Abridgment, cannot be fo Modeftly ex- 


prefs’d in our Language as in Latin; fo that we reter the Cu. 
rious to the Bookit felt for this Matter. But as this Seminal 


Spirit partakes of the Nature of Light, itis feated fays our Au- 


thor, neither inthe Brain, nor in any other particular Intrail, 
but in the Center of the Body, 7. ¢. inthe Midriff, from whence 
it fpreads it felf as a Light into all theother Parts. What per- 
fuades our Author to be of this Opinion, is, That the Seminal 
Spirit ought-to be in the moft Effential Part of the Body, which 
according to him, is the Midriff, becaufe on that all the other 
parts ef the Body depend. Witnefs the Vera Cava, the Great 
Artery, the Liver, the Spleen, the Superiour Orifice of the 


‘Ventricle, the Mediaftin, the Sternum, the Cartilage called 


Aiphoides, 
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Xipboides, and all the reft that make up the Trunk of the Body , 
which depend fo much on the Nervous Center of the Midriff, 
that if chis Center be Wounded in the leaft, Death immediately 
follows, which happens not by Wounds in the Heart or Brain. 
Then according to this Sy{tem, which our Author fays has been 
hitherto taken Notice of by No Body, it follows, that the two 
Oval Bodies contained in the Scrotum, where *tis commonly 
thought the Matter is Form’d that ferves for Generation, have 
not that ufe which is generally afcrib’d to them. They are fays 
he, the Conduits which ferve to Convey the Seminal Spirir, 
but do not Form it. 

M. Majitano does not only place the Seminal Spirit, but 
alfo the Reafonable, in the Nervous Center of the Midriff, and 
this he argues more at large in his Tveatife of Fevers, where 
comparing the Body toa Clock, he pretends, that thofe who 
look upon the Brain as the Seat of the Soul, becaufe its Opzra- 
tions manifeft themfelves moft there, may as well fay, That 
the Springs of a Clock muft neceffarily be in the Dial Plate, 
becaule the Motion of the Hand fhews the Hour there. 

As to Batrennefs, our Author defines it to be a withholding 
of the Bleffing which the Lord gave to Man and Woman, in 
thefe Words, Increase and Multiply. This Odttacle proceeds 
fometimes from the Man, fometimes from the Woman, and 
fometimes from both. The Ancients to find out this Myitery, 
made ufe of feveral Falfe and Ridiculous Mediums, which our 
Author relates at large. The beft way totry if the Favic be in 
her Woman, is to examine whether {ie bas not fome Detest in 
the Conformation, or fome Difeafe that may hinder Fruitful- 
nefs; and we mult alfo confider fays our Author, whether fhe 
be too Lean or too Fat, or of a Conttitution too qiick, or too 
flow, 7c. 

The Signs of Barrennefs in Men, are fometimes the fame with 
thofe in Women ; bur there are peculiar ones which he relates, 
but we pafs them, vccaufe they can’t he Modeftly exprefled in 
Engiifo. The BarrenvefS of Men and Women, may fometimes 
proceed from Witchcraft, but this is very hard to be known 
faysour Author, Yet he obferves, that it may. be fufpetted 
when the Husband and Wife hate one another, and can give no 
Reafon for ir.. There ate certain Medicines which are (aid to 
have the Power to hinder Conception, as Borax, Now and 


5 
%, ya | 


Sf? 022, some fay that the YOry simefl of Campnhire, wil! 
. 
MANE 


























478 € be (tionks of the Learwnen, 


make a Man Impvtent, which gave Occafion to this Verfe 
C mphora per Nares Cuftrat odore Mares. 

As to Saffron, the Q ality afcrib’d to it, is as uncertain as 
that which was formerly aflign’d to it, of caufing Fruitfulnefs , 
for which reafon, *twas Sow’d up in the Bridegrooms Clothes. 
And as toCamphire, our Author affures us, that “tis fo tar from 
occafionirg Barrenhefs, that it producesthe contrary Effect. 

There’s no fort ot Fables that have not been invented on this 
Subje€t, and if we may believe 1ome Authors, the Bone of a 
Dears Heart, an Emerald or Saphir, carried about one, occafion 
Barrennefs ; all which our Author rej fts as a Chimera. 

Afcer this, he examines if the Detect of the Courfés be a 
caufe of Barrennefs, and anfwers in the Negative, becavfe there 
are Women who never had them, and yet have brought torth 
Children. He demands at the fame time, what the Matter of 
Generation in Women is?) And anfwers that ’tis only an Egg, 
which is afterwards Fructify’d by the Seminal Spirits of the 
Male. On thisOccafion, he entersiato a Difcuffion about thefe 
Eges, and after having fiid whar is common on this Head, he 
preicribes proper Re nediesagiialt Barrennefs., and as that pro- 
ceeds trom different Cautes, ne -defcends to particulars, which 
we have no room fo tilt upon; bne reter to the Book it felf: 
pir - have laid being eaough to give ai.ldea of our Authors 

ethod. 
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Phyfico-Mechanical Experiments om earious Subjelts. Containing an 
Account of feveral furprizing Phenomena, texching Light and Eleétri- 
city , producible on the Attrition of Bodies. With many other Re- 
markable Appearances not before obferved. Together with the Explam:ztions 
of all the Machins (she Figures of which ara curioufly Engraved on 
Coppers) and other Apparatus usd in making she Expergments. By F. 
Hauksbee, F. R.S. London, Printed by R. Brugis, for the Au- 
thor ; and Sold only at bis Henfe in Vine-Office-Court se Fleet-{treer, 


¥709. 4t0. p. 194. 


N a fhort Preface to this Colle@tion of Experiments, Mr. Frauksbee 

_juttly obferves, That the Learned World is now almoft general- 
ly convinc’d, that in ftead of amufing themfelves with vain Hyposhefes, 
which feem to differ little from Romamces; there’s no other way of 
improving, Natural Philofophy but by Demonitrations, and C snclufi- 
ons founded upon Experiments judicioufly and accurately made. As 
by thisCourfe, after many Ages had pafs‘d with little Or no Progrefs 
in the true Knowledge of the Natures of Things, greater Advances 
have been made within the compafs of a fmall number of Years than 


it could eafily be imagin’d, that the moft Sagacious Men, wish their 
greatelt induliry, couid have ever been capable of attaining to. 


The Learned World is well acquainted with the vaft Advances made 
by the Honourable Mr. Rob-re Boyle in experimental Philofsphy, in 
which he has given great Light inte the Me hanical Reafons of the 
Operations of Nature, in almolt every Branch of ic whi h came within 
his reach ; ‘being aflitied ina more particular manner in his natural 
Difcoveries, by rhe Invention ot that molt ufeful Inflrument the s:r= 
Pump. And the principal Sutye& of Mr. Hauksbee’s Papers now betore 
us, is an Account of great and farther Improvements of this noble Ma- 
shin, and of great Varieties of new Experiments made thereby. 


And whereas the moft Learned Sir I/aae Newton has by this Method 
of Exp rimentsinvernted and ettablifhed the ‘Theory of Light and Coe 
Jours; auc ty Lemoftrations founded on kxperiments, and Ubter- 
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vations, hasat once begun and finifh’d that great Difcovery, and ade 
vanced that part of Optics, of which there was little before known 
to a perfect and complete Science. The new Experiments contain‘d 
in the Treatife before us, concerning the Production and Emiffion of 
certain kinds of Light from different Bodies,hitherto unobferv d may,in 
Mr Hauksbee’ sOpinion,give no finall Hluftration to this Matter; and be- 
come the occalion of many not unacceptable Difcoveries, concerning 


feveral particular Circumftances not included in the general Theory, 


The general Lawsof Arsraétion and Repule, commonto all matter, 
have alfo been deduced and demonftrated, and applyed to wonderful 
Purpofes in eftablifhing and explaining the motions of the Heavenly 
Bodies in our Solar Sytiem, But Mr, Hawksbes obferves, That the Na- 
ture and Laws of El-@rical Astra&ions have not before himfelf been 
much conlidered by any : And in the Obfervations he has furnifh’d us 
with of thefe kinds, inthe Piece before us, he hopes, that the Reader 
may meet with many things which may be of great ufe in difCovering 
fome of the wondertul, and hitherto unheeded Effects of this ftrange 
Property of Bodies, in feveral of the Operations of Nature ; and pofli- 
bly in the Production and Determination, even of Involunsary. Motions 
in the Parts of Animals ; of which very litle has yet been writ !ntelli- 


pibly. 


Mr. Hauksbee divides the Colleéions before us into Five SeTions; 
previoufly t» which he gives us a general and clear Defcription of the 
ditr-Pump, in which mott of his Experiments are made, with acuri- 
ous Draught of it upon a Copper-Plate, which asd can’t deliver in 
this Place , it ts impoffibleto give an intelligible Verbal Defcripiiun 
ot it; and theretore 1 muft either fuppofe my Reader to be acquainted 
With it already, or refer him to the Bock betore us to furnith himielf 
With adiftinet Léea of it. 


In his Faft Seftion, Mr. Hauksbee gives usan Account of feveral Ex- 
periments on the Mercurial Phofpborus, which as I can give no account 
of here without reterring tothe Figure ; I fhall only prefent the Rea- 
der with the moft ¢n{iderable Concluiions he draws from each Expe- 
riment , and tor the Experiments themfelves which are of a wonder- 
fuliy curious and furpriziug Nature, leave hia to have Recourfe to 
My authors 


However, 
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However, To give the Reader a notion what the Mercurial Phof> 
phorus is, 1 muft be fore’d to tranfcribe the firft Experiment, _ and pre- 
fume that he knows fo muchof_ the 4ir-Pump and Experimental Pro- 
ceffes as wil enable him to underiland it.. 


Mr. Hauksbee took a Glafs- Receiver open and ground at both Ends, 
and capable of containing about 30 Ounces of Water: The upper-Ori- 
rifice ot this Receiver was clos'd with a Brafs-Plate (by the help of a 
wet Leather laid onthe Edge of it,) in. the middle of which was 
{crew'd a Stopcuck that had a ‘mail Glafs Tube inferted into the lower 
Orifice of it; the Inferiion being performed by means of a Cemenr: 
And the lictle Tube, thus inferted, reach’d neariy from thence to the 
Bottom of a Glafs, which was inciuded within the aforefaid Receiver, 
and which had asmuch Quicktilver in it as would cover rhe Bortom of 
the Tube abour a quarter of aninch:) This Apparatus was then ap- 
plyed to the Pump and the Stopcock turn’d to hinder the Air's P.ffige 
that way, till the Receiver was fuchciently exhaulted ; which done 
the Stopcock was turn’d again to give the Air free Liberty to enter ins 
and then the Air m:king way through the Tube before-mentioned, 
tufh'd with a very preat Violence through the Budy of the Mercu Ys 
blowing it up forcibly againit the fides of the Veflel that contained ir. 
And in this Confution and Hurry of its Parts st gave all round the 
Appearance of Fire : It look’d like one great Haming Mals, c moos'd 
and made up of innumerable little glowing Bails,which being f ore’d up 
and dafh'd againft the Of ides the Gilafs by the impetuous Porrent of 
Air fell down again by their own weit into the rele of the Mercury? 
and thus the Fright Phenowenon coctioued till che Receiver was half 
fill'd again with Air. 


This isthe Account of that frange Phenomenon, called the Mere 
ewrial Pholpherus ; and from this Experiment Mir. Hauksbeeoblerves, 
That Light is-produ- ible from ‘Werewy by ating comnon Air 
thr ugh the Body of ic after the Receiver is Well exhiatied, &. «, 
Thar Ligh’ is producible by the Appiiation of a very fab le and pence 
trating Mover to a Fluid of great Den ity, whole Parts are molt mis 
nutely divided, and of almooth and pou'h‘d Superticies, and placed 
where it bas little Diturbance but from that Body which gives ths 
Motion toits Parts. For fucha dente aid p lire Body is Mer wy, fach 
a tubtle Mover is the Air, andiuch an Apt Repoutory is an exbavited 
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From 4 Second Experiment of this kind, Mr. Hauksbee obferves, 
That a peculiar Figure and Motion of Parts, as well as a proper 
Medium for thofe Motions to be performed in, are requifite to the 
Production of the Mercurial Phofpborus, From a Bhird, ‘That tho’ the 
Mercurial Phofpherus in the TorrieeRian Experiment is not producible in 
fo denfe a Medium as common Air, yet it by no means requires {0 
thin and fo much rarifyed a Medium as that which makes a near 
approach toa Vacuity. And from his Laff Experiment upcen record 
on this Subjet, he obferves, Fir, That Light is alfo producible by 
the Agitation of Mercury inthe open Air. Secondly, That this Light 
producible in the open Air is very different from that produc'd in 
Vacuo, or amuchrarifyed Medium. Thirdly, ‘That the difference 
betwixt thefe Lights confifts particularly in this, that the Luminous 
Particles are.diftinét and feparate in the one, and united and blended 
into one continued Body of the Lightin the other. Lf, Thatthe 
Prefence and Action of the Air is the caufe of the Separation of the 
Parts ef the Mercury, into fo many diftm& Luminous Globules, 
which inVacuo form’d all one continued Circle. 


And from hence ‘it appears, proceeds our Author, That the Ac- 
councs given in the laft Experiment are not at all contradiCtory to any 
of the former about the Mercurial Phofphorus; inafmuch as there he 
fpeaks ofone kind of Light, and here of another, That Light 
which is produced inVaewo, or a very much rarifyed Medium, being 
not the fame with thisproduc’d in the open Air. And therefore 
when Mr. Hauksbee fays, That the Mercurial Phofphorus is not produci- 
ble, burin 2 Medium foor fo qualifyed he detires that it may be 
obferv’d, that he ipeaks there concerning a Light ofthe fame kind 
and quality, with that diftover'd upon the Agitation of the Merenry in 
the Barometer : That being vaftly different Frost the other which ap- 


_pears upon the fhaking of the Mercury in the open Air. 


In his Second Se€tion, Mr. Hauksbee gives an Account of fereral Ex- 
perim<nrs, refating to the Attrition of Bodies in various Mediums ; 
as concerning the Attrition of Amber on Woollen in Vacuo, of 
Flint and Steel in Vacuo, of Glafs, and various other Bodies, as 
Woollen, Oyfter-thells, fc. in the fame; of the Attrition of Glafa 
on Glats ; of Glafs on Gia(s under Water, Ge. And then gives us an 
Experiment concerning the Production of a confiderable Light upon 

: a 
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a flight Attrai&ion of the Glafs-Globe exhaufted of its Air: Anothes 
concerning the Eledtricity of Glafs.difCovering itfelf in an extraordina- 
~ sy manner upon a fmart Attrition of it, Se. Concluding this Section; 
with an Account of an Experiment, confirming the Produttion of 
Light by the Effwtia of one Glafs falling upon another. But before he 
comes to thefe he gives us the Defcription of a Machin, for giving a 
fwift Motion to Bodies in Vacue, without admitting the External Air: 
Together witha large Copper-Plate of it, without the help of which 
his Verbal Defcription cannot be underftoad, 


I fhall prefent the Reader with the Conclufions which Mr. Hauksbea 
makes, from {ome of the moft confiderable Experiments related in. 
this SeClion, which may furnifh him with fomething of an Idea of the 
Curiofity and Beauty of the Experiments themfelves; and of how 


great Subferviency they may in time be to the farther Advancement of 
Natural Philofophy. 


From his Experiment concerning the Attrition of Amber on Woollen, 
Mr. Hauksbee obferves, that-Lighe is producible in Vacue by the Fri- 
Gtion of a Solid Body (aa Amber) againft a Body of a foft. and 
yielding Nature, fuchas Woolen: that this is not a mere Lambent 
Fire, but fuch as is accompanied with a greatheat: That this Light 
depends fo immediately on the Attrition, as to difappear when that 
ceafes; and that it requires a very thin and rare Medium in order te 
its Appearance, and the thinner the Medium the greater the Appea- 
rance. 


From feveral Experiments concerning the Attrition of Glafs,and va- 
rious other Bodies in Vacuo, Mr, Hauksbee makes the following Obfer- 
vations, vz. Thata Purple Light was produc’d by the Atirttion of 
Glafs on Woolen in Vacuo ; that the Purple-Light decayed both as 
to its TinGture and Vigour upon the admiffion of the Air, and 
did more and more fo, as more Air was let ins That this Purple- 
Light is loft after two or three fucceflive Trials with the fame Glaf: 
That the Bounds to which the Purple-Light confines itfelf are of 
different and various Extents, reaching fometimes all round the Glafs~ 
Globe; and at other times being only about the Place of the Attrition, 
but ftill teddy, and without Undulation: ‘That a brisk fulgurating 
Light was produced by tke Attrition of the Glafs on Woolen, ime 
pregnated with Saline and Spiritous Parts: ‘That a red hery Light 
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produc’d by the Attrition of Glafs on Oyiter-fhells , which Lighe 
was confin'd within a narrow compafs, and did_ not fpread itfelf far. 
therabour; thaca faint dim Light was produc’d upon the Attrition of 
Woollen on Oyfter-ihells ; that a final glimmering Light was pro- 
du-’d upon the Attrition of Woollen on Woollen, which was not in. 
creas’d by the continuance of the Motion, and which difappeared upe 
on afmall admiffion of Air; and that in the Attrition of Glais on 
Woollen, aot only a Light but alfoa great heat was produc’d, difco- 
verable both by the Glafs, and its Effeéts upon the Woollen. Upon 
thete particular Fats which he deduces trom the Fxperiments he 
relates upon thefe Subjects, our Author makes feveral Remarks, and 
from them he draws fome Inferences of good Ufe, which L have not 
Room to tianicribe into this Place. 


From the Experiments relating tothe Attrition of Gla on Glas, 
in Vieus, and in lefsrarifyed, and common Air 5 Mr. Hauksbee ditco 
vers, That a confiderable Light is producible by che Attriion of 
Glafs on Glafs (or of fmeorts of hard Bodies on others of the fame 
kiad) in Vaewo } and alto that this Light continues unaltered upon 
the adiniition of Air : Aad from this lait Phanomenon he takes norice 
of the difference there is between this Light here produc’d, and thife 
mentioned in other txperiments; inafmuch as this endured without 
¢hange the Shock of the rerurning Air, whereas moit, or all of the, 
already recited, underwent {cveral gradual Alterations according to 
the Degrees of the Air's Admiifion, From thefame E‘xperimen's. he 
alfo obferves, That when the Tubes he made ufe of were worn by 
the Friction, there was an abatemest of the Light ; and the more 
wearing the more abatement. Whence he collects that the due Spring 
and Tone of the Parts contributes very much to the emiflion of Light 
inthofe Bodies which will emi: it. And hence he lays it down as pros 
bible in genéral ; that very great Alterations mav be wrought in Boe 
dies, as to their luminous Quilicies and Properties, either letlening ‘em 
and deftroying ‘em on one Hand, or perhaps increaling and improve 
ang eas on the other, by the Actions of other contiguous Bodies upon 
them, according as thofe Actions tend, either to the weakuing of 
#oniirming the spring and Tone of their Parts. 


Me 
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‘Mr. Hauksbee has feveral Fuperiments on the Ele‘tri-ity of Gla&, reg 
fulting from a vigorous Attrition of it; as about its attracting little 
Plates of Leat-Brafs at confderable ci'tances, attracting of Threads, 
&§c. He made the Experiments on the Brafs Laming, fometimes with 
hollow Cylinders f.li d with common Air, fometimes with one exhauft- 
ed, fometimes with a {lid Cylinder, €e, which had Effes various 
according to the Degrees of Attritin, the drynefs or moiiiure of the 
Air,and the like: For when the Air ts moitt thefe kind cf Experiments 

roceed not nearly fo well as in dry Seafons; which Mr.Hauksbee attri- 
bures tothe fublidency of the watery tarticles out of the Circume 
jecent Air upon the Glafs- Tube. which condenfing on its Surface, ob= 
firuct the Paflage in a conf:derable Meafure ef the EleStrical Matter 5 
and therein take off pre portionably from theVigour of the Attraction. 
The probabilicy of this reafoning, he not only infers from the Na- 
ture of the Thing, but he concl .des it demonttrative from an Experi- 
ment he made witha piece of fine Mylis, whichhe interpos’d be- 
twixt the Tube and the Brafs Lanne ; forthen the Ele*trical Ver- 
tue of the Glafs had nucfle¢t at all, whereas wirhcur any new Attri i- 
on, when the Maflin was remov’d, it immediately exerted itfeif. 
And he farther conciudes, That thefe Experiments fucceed better in 
warm than in cold Weather, becaule the vigorous Action of the 
Solar Rays does then more effeCtually pive an inte ive Motion to the 
Parts ot all becies, cpening their (ores, and therein making 
way tor atreer and more plentiful Emiffon ot their Efflueia ; and be- 
caufe atthe fame time the more tine and rarityed State of the ambient 

fedium, Wiil allow them to expand them'elves with more advantage. 


When Mr. Hauksbee try’d this Expe:tment upon an exhouted Tube, 
it would not fucced at all, at leatt the Ff 4 was next to iaientible, 
tho’ the Tube was plac’d tour times as near the Brafs Liming as in 
‘the former Cafe, and it was rubd till it was very warm. And 
What little Effect he could produce he attributes to the fmall quanti- 
ty of Air, remaining inthe Tube after the bet Exhauflion. Whea 
the Experiment was made upon a folid Gla‘s-Cylinder, it fueceeded 
Mearly after the fame manner as in a Tube fuil of Air, only the Emif- 
fon of the Effl.eraleem 4 to continue a litticlonger, but nvt to at- 
tra at a greater diftance. 
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Astothe Attraction of Threads, it is a very beautiful and furpriz. 
ing Experiment, for which purpofe, Mr. Hauksbee, after havin 
obferv’d that light Bodies plac’d near any part of the rub’d Cylinder 
feem’d to be equally attratted, contrived a Semi-circle of Wire, 
which he could faften at a conftant diftance, making it encompaf 
the upper Semi- Cylindrical Surface of the Glafs at four or five Inches 
diftance ; to this Wire he faftned feveral pieces of Woollen Thread, 
{fo asto hang down from it at pretty nearly equal diftances: ‘The 
length of which was fuch that being extended in a Direction towards 
the Centre of theimaginary Circle on the Surface of the Glafs, in 
the Plane of which the Wire was placid, they would reach withia 
anInch of the Circumference of that Circle, and after the Gla was 
wellrub'd all thefe Threads were {0 attracted as to direct themfelves 
tothe Centre ofthat Circle, im whatever Pofition the Semi-circle 
washeld, whether above or below, or on any fide of the Tube; 
And if the Semi-circle is carryed along the Tube at the fame diitance, 
with its Plane Perpendicular to the Tubes Axis, the Dire@ion of 
the Threads will always centre in that Axis, directing perpendicular 
ly toit: And all thefe Phenomena will anfwer, whether the Axis 
of the Tube be horizontally placd, or perpendicularly, or inclined 
to the Plane of the Horizon. Mr. Haukhsbes made the like Experi- 
ments upon Glafs-Spheres with the fame effe& ; and upon a Concave 
Hemifpherical Glafs, where the direftion of the Threads was jut 
the reverfe of what it was in the former Cafes; for here they iffued 
like Rays from a Centre outwards, whereas in the other Cals they 
converg’d to a Centre within. And what wasvery furprizing, was 
this, thar whilft che Threads were in thefe Pofitions, it the Finger 
were held near the outiide of the Glafs (tor Inftance in the Concave 
Hemifpherical Experiment) a Motion would be communicated to the 
Point of that Thread which was always neareft within; fo that by 
the motion of the Finger the Threads wou’d be driven any way be- 
fore it ; and the Hand being on the infide the Finger would have 
the fame effet upen the Threads without. 


In his Third Section, Mr. Hauksbee gives usan Experiment, in which 

is {hewn the diff ulty of feparating two Hemifpheres, upon the ine 
yeAting an Atm :fphere of Air on th-ir outward surfaces, without 

— exhault og the incluted Air ; and this in order to bring to an unde- 
miabie Lemenfisatiog, she Dottrine of the Air's Preflure and Gravi- 
tations ° 
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Gravitation: Ican’t tranfcribe the <pparatus and Procefs of this Ex- 

‘ment iuto this place, only [have room to ebferve in Proof of 
the Doétrine which Mr. Hauksbee contends for, that when he caus d 
his two Hemifphieres to beexhautted of their Airjand left none butthe 
common Air about their outward Surfaces, he found that the fame 
Weight was required to feparate em then, as was required for their 
Sepayation when they were full of common Air, and had an Atmof- 
phere of Air condens'd on their outward Surfaces; and that when he 
exhaufted the included Air, and injected an Atmofphere on their ex- 
ternal Surfaces, twice asmuch Weight asin the former Cafes was 
not fufficient to feparate “em, This Experiment Mr. Haukshee very 


juftly calls Experimentum Crucis, with refpect to the Proof it brings of 
the Doctrine of the Airs Preffure and Gravitation. 


Mr. Hauksbee’s Fourth Setion, cenfifts of an Experiment, cen- 
cerning the Proportion of the Weight of Air te the Weight of an equal 
Bulk of Water, without knowing the abfolute quantity of either : 


Which becaufe it is fhort, free from Schemes, and upon a curious 
Subject, I fhall tranfcribe the whole into this Place, 


He took a Bottle which held more than three Gallons, of a Form 
fomething Oval, which Figure he made choice of ‘for the advantage 
of its more eafy Libration in Water : Into this Bottle he put as much 
Lead as would ferve to fink it below the Surface of the Water; and 
the reafon why he chofé rather to bave the Weight of Lead inclos’d 
within the Bottle than fx’d any-where onthe outfide, was, to pre- 
vent the Inconweniences which in ,the latter Café muft needs’ have 
arofe from Bubbles of Air, which muft have caus dfome Errors in the 
Computations of an Experiment which required fo much Exactnefs 
and Nicety. 


"Thefe Things thus provided, the Bottle (containing common 
Air fo clos’d up) was by a Wire fufpended in the Water at one end of 
a very good Ballance; and was counterpois’din the Water by e 
Weight of 3582 Grainsin the oppofite Scale: Then being takes 

out of the Water and fcrew’d tothe Pump, in five Minutes time it 
‘Was ptetty well exhaufted ; the Mercury in the Gage ftanding at nea, 
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29! Inches. After which (having turn’d a Cock that fcrew'd both 
tothe Bottle and the Pump, and {0 prevented the Air’s return into 
it again) it was taken off from the Pump,,and fulpended as before, 
at oneend of the Balance in the Water: And now the Weight of 
it was but 1754 Grains ; which therefore fubftracted from 358: 
Grains (the Weight of the Bottle with the inclos’d Air, before it 
had been apply’d ta the Air-pump) gave for the Difference 183 
Grains ; which Difference mult confequently be the Weight of the 
quamtity of Air drawn from the Bottle by the Pump. | 


Having thus determin’d the Weight of the exhaufled Air, a Cock 
was opendunder the Water; upon which the Water was at firft 
impeli’d with a confiderable Violence into the Bottle, (tho’ this force 
abated gradually afterwards) and continu’d to rufh in till fuch a 
quantity was enter'd as was equal to the Bulk of the Air withdrawn. 
And then the Bottle being examin’d by the Balance again, was found 
to Weigh 162132 Grains: From which fubftracting 175% Grains 
(the Weight of the Bortle with the fmall remainder of included Air, 
after it Was taken from the Air-Pump) there remain 16195 6+ Grains 
for the Weight of a Mafs of Water, equal in Bulk to the quantity 
of Air exhaufted. So that the Proportion of rhe Weights of two 
equal Bulks of Air and Water isas 183 t0 161956 which is, as 
sto 885irzz; Ory inround Numbers, as 1 to $85. 


..,Cur Author proceeds to obferve, That there are two things par- 
ticularly Remarkable in this Experiment. Fij?, That in making it 
after this Manner, we need not be very follicitous about a Nice and 
accurate. Exhauftion of the Receiver: The fuccefs of the Experi- 
ment not at all depending upon it ; Inafmuch as to what Degree fo- 
ever the Exhauftion be made, it muft. till anfwerin Proportion to the 
quantity taken out: Neither can any more Water poflibly enter into 
the Receiver than what will juft fupply the place, and fill up the 
room deferted by the exhaulted Air, 


And, Second’y, "That the Seafon of. the Year is to be confiderd in 
making this Experiment. Mr, Hauksbee made it in May, the. Mercury 
in the Barometer ftanding at the fame time at 297s Inches. From 
whence he looks upon it a reafonable to conclude, that a fenible 
Dffierence wou d arife were it to be try d in the Months of Decemd r, 
or Fanuary ; when the State and Conttitution of the Air is ufually 


different from what it is in the foremention’d Month: Mr, 
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Mr. Hauksbee's Fifth Se&tion is larger than ail the reft together, 
and contams a great many very beautiful and ufeful Experiments : 
wiz. An Experiment fhewing that the afcent of Liquids in finalk 
Tubes open at both Ends is the fame in Vacuoas in the open Air: 
An Account of an Experiment concerning the quantity of Air pro- 
duc’d from acertain quantity of Gun- powder fir'd in common Air ; 
An Experiment abcut difturbing the Spring of the Air; An Accoune 
of an Experiment, fhewing the Caufe of the defcent of the Mercury 
in the Barometer ina Storm: An Account of fome Experiments made 
on the Phofphorus in Vacuo: An Account of fome Experiments made 
about the Propagation of Sounds in condens’d and in rarify’d Air ; 
An Account of an Experiment concerning the Refilition of Bodies in 
various Mediums: Some farther Experiments concerning the Ele- 
Gricity and Light produc’d from various Bodies by Attrition, wiz. 
Sealing-wax, Sulphur, Rofin, Gc. An Account of feveral Expe- 
riments about the afcent of Liquids, between the nearly contiguous 
furfaces of Bodies ; viv. Of the afcent of Liquor between two Glafs- 
planes in the open Air: Of the fame in Vacuo: Of the afcent of 
Liquids between Marble and Brafs-planes in the open Air : Of the 
afcent of Liquors between two round Glaf-planes in the open Air : 
Of the afcent of Water thro’ a Tube ld with A thes in the open Air: 
Of the afcent of Water thro’ Afhes in Vacue: Of the a(cent of Liquors 
in {mall Tubes,of unequal Thickne’s, but equal Bores or Caviries ; Of 
the afvent of various Liquors berween two fquare Gla%-planes, To 
thefe Mr. Haksbee adds an Account of an Experiment concerning the 
different Denfities cf the Air, from the greatelt Degree of Heat to 
that’of Cold in our Climate: Some Experiments concerning the Re- 
fraction of the Air; and an Account of an Experiment concerning 
the different Weights of the fame forts ot Zodies (but of very un- 
equal furfaces) in Water, which were of equal Weight in common 
Air ; and concludes this whole Piece with a fhort Appendix, which 


1 


contains fome Remarks upon feveral of the foregoing Experiments. 


It is impoffible for me to be particular in an Account of all thefe 
Experiments in this Place 5 this woud engage me to tranfcribe hithe: 
the whole Section before us : The Reader who is vers’d in thefe 
Matters will find from perufing the Heads now laid down, that they 
are upon beautiful and ufeful Subjects, and Mr. Hashsbee delivers “em 
ina clear and intelligible way , always making fuch Reflections, 


Qq4q2 a 


ase 




















: d 


438 ‘The Whowss of the Learnen. 


"as he proceeds, as his Experiments lead him to; which’ the Reader, 


upon confulting him, wil not fail to find Satisfactory as far as they go 
and which are probably capable of furnifhing out fubditactial Hints 

for the yet further advancing of fereral Branches of Natural Philofa- 
phy. iL fhall give the Reader no more of thefe Experiments here, 
but thofe concerning the Refraction of the Air, 


About ten Yearsago, Mr. Lowsbherp of the Royal Society contriv’d 
an Apparatus, to Geaonttrate feandly the Re‘ractions of the Air; 
which hitherto had been perceiv’d only by the fubtile and nice Divi. 
fions of Altronomical Initruments, and concluded trom tome Phzno- 
mena in Lunsr-Eclipfes, the vilibility of the Horizontally. oppo‘ite 
T.uminaries, e. An Account ef the fuccefs of his Experiments upon 
this fubjoct is given at largein the Philofopbital Tranjattions, N.257. 
And whereas Mr. Caffini the Son was prefent when Mr. Lowthorp 
made this Experiment before the Society, he made a report thereof 
tothe Royal Academy of Sciences in France, who upon his return 
home, thought it worth their while to re-examine the Matter ; and 
upon their Re-examination of it they declare, in the Hiltory of 
their Academy for the Year 1700, that it did not fucceed. Our 
Royal Society being inform’d that this Experiment was call'd in Que- 
ftion by the French Academy, were defirous, thatit might be put patt 
difpute, by repeated and fully attefted Trials, and accordingly or- 
der’d Mr. Hauksbee to make an Inftrument for this purpofe by the Di- 
rectionsof Mr. Halley. . 


The Inftrument confifted of a Arong Prifin of Brafs, two fides of 
which had Sockets to receive Glaffes, as truely plane and polifh’d as 
coud be gotten; and the third fide hid a Pipe with a Stopcock, 
whereby to apply both the exhaufting and the condenfing Engine. 
The Glaffes were firmly fix’d and cemented in, {0 as to bear both an 
inward and an outward Preffure; and the whole turn’d upon an Axis, 
that it might be made to receive the Rays with any obliquity defir’d. 
And tobe the more fecure, Mr. Hauksbee affix'd a Mercurial Gage, 
to difcover any the leaft dete in the Cement that might happen ; 
the Angle contain’d between the two Gla&-planes being very near to 
64 Degrees. This In{trument thus prepar’d they fitted to a Tele- 
{cope Of about 10 Foot long, fo that the Axis of the ‘Telefcope 
might pafs.through the middle of the Prifm ; and in the Focus of the 
TVelefcope a very tine Hair was adapted for Diretion to the bait 
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And having choftn a proper and very diflin& ere&t Object, di- 
fant 2588 sFeet; Fame, ty. §.U. 1708. in the Morning, (che 
Raromerer being then at.29. 73, snd the Thermometer at 60) they 
firft exhquited the Prifm, and then applying i¢ to the Telefcope, the 
Horizontal hair in the Focus cover’d a matk on their Object diftinGly 
feen through the Facuwm, the two Glafles being equally inclin’d to 
the vifual Ray :; Then admitung the Air into the Priim, the Object 
was (een to rife above the hair gradually as the Air enter’d; and in the 
end the Hair was found to hide amaik r¢4 Inches below the former. 
This, Mr. Mauksheo tells us, however often repeated never fail’d to 


fucceed. 


After this they apply’d the condeafing Engine to the Prifm, and 
having Pump’d in another Atmofpere, fo tat the denfity of the in- 
cluded Air was by the Mercurial Gage, double to that of the out- 
ward; they again placd it before the TelefCope ; and then letting 
out the Air by the Cock, the Object which before feem d to rife, now 
appear d gradually te defcend ; and tle Hair at length reited on an 
Object higher than before by the fame Interval of 1c Inches. This 
alfo often repeated never fail’d. 


They again crouded in another Atmofphere, and upon difcharg- 
ing the condens’d Air. the Object was {een near 21 Inches lower than 
the Hairs bat in this the great Preflure forcing the Cement wou’d 
hot permit them to make fo frequent Repetitions as in the formerCafe. 





Now the Radius being 2588 Feet, ten Inches and a Quarter, {ub - 
tend an Angle of 1’. 08!'; and the Incidence of theVifual Ray being 
.32 Degrees,by reafon the Angle of the Glafs-platies was 64¢ ; it fol- 
lows from the known Laws of Refra€tion, that as the fine of 32° is 
to the fine of 31°. ¢9!. 26", fo is the fine of any other Angie of In. 
cidence to the fine of its refracted Angle; and fo isthe Radius, or 
ToocecO to 9997 36 ; the Logarithm of which Ratio is 0001145: 
Whence the Refraction of the Air may readily be computed to any 
other Angle of Incidence. | 


By thefe Experiments, proceeds Mr. Hauksbee, it plainly appear'd, 
that the Refraction of the Air was, as far as the eye coud dillinguifh 
it, exa‘:ly propcrtional to its Denfity; the Refraction 7 
‘eae ams 
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{ame from the common Air to aVacuum,as froma double Denfity to the 
common Air ; and the Refraction from a treble Denfity to the com- 
mon Air, exactly double to that from the common Air to a Vacuum. 
Whence the Denfity of the Air, in refpect of the Incumbent Atmo. 
fphere, being always as the height of the Mercury in the Barometer, 
the Refraction alfo will be Cvereris paribus, in the dire&t Proportion of 
the Heights of the Mercury. 





But this Denfity of the Lower Air, our Author obferves, is con. 
fiderably vary’d by Heat and Cold, as he fhews in a Table in >. 173. 
of the Bock before us, wherein he has made it appear from Ex- 
periments, that the fame Air which, when the Thermometer mark’d 
130 Degrees (being the greateft Summer-heat) occupy’d 144 Spa. 
ces; by extremity of Cold, or at 50 Degrees below the freezing 
‘Point, was reduc’dto 126 of the fame Spaces; bur at the freezing 
Point to131: It being very Remarkable, that the Air and Spirir did 
proportionably contract themfelves during the whole Experiment : 
Hence by the help of the aforefaid Table we are inabled to give a 
Rule to eftimate the Refraction of the Air ‘at all times, having the 
Height of the Barometer and Thermometer: For with the fame heat 
the Refraction is asthe Height of the Barometer directly ; and un- 
der the fame Preflure it is as the Spaces the fame Air Occupies reci- 
procally. 





Now the Experiments before us being made when the Mercury 
was at 29. 7%, andthe Thermometer at 60, which gives the fpace 


re in the Table 137; Let it, for example, be requir'd what wou'd be 
’ the Refraction when the Barometer is at 29 Inches, and the Ther- 
| mometer at the freezing Point, or the Air occupying but 131 Parts: 


The Denfity of the Air at fuch time will be to its Denfity at the time 
of the Obfervation before us, 28.137 times 29, to 131 times 29. 7? 5 
that is as 15892 to 15589; wherefore the RefraCtion of the Atr 
at fuch time will be in that fame Ratio, to what it was Fune the 15th 
1708. How to apply this Rule to Aftronomical purpofes, and how 
to Correct the Errors occafion’d by the Air’s Refraction in the Ob- 
fervations of the Stars, Mr. Hauksbee tells us will fhortly be fet forth 
ina more proper place. 
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But thus much muff ferve to have been fpoken concerning Mr. 
Hauksbee’s prefent Colletion of Experiments; and from what has been 
faid, 1 hope the Reader will be in fome Meafure capable of judging 
with what. accuracy‘they are made; and of what ufea great many of 
"em are in letting us into the Reafons of feveral very weighty Natural 
Phenomena which without their Affiftance we had never come ac- 
quainted with. - | 
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Sermons and Effays upow feveral Subjects. 1.’ Om the penitens Thief. 
2. The peculiar Excellemcy of the Chreftsan . Revigion. 2: The Anti- 
quity of the Ciriftian Covenans. 4. °Againft the: fleep of the Soul, 
§. Chavity-Scheols recommended. (Reprinted) 6. Cpom the, feverat 
Afeenfions of Chrift. (Reprinted and Enlarg’d.) 7. Upom the Brethren 
and Sifters of Chrift. &. Reafon and Philofophy no Enemies to Faith, 
9. of theR:(? ration of the Toms. 10, Advice for the Seudy of Divi- 
mity. Bo which is added, 11. Incerti Auctoris de Reguld Veri- 
tatis, five Fidei: Wulgd, Novatiané de Trinitate Liber. By 
William Whitton, M. 4. Profeffor of the Mathematichs in the Unt« 
verfity of Cambridge. London; printed for Ben. Took, ae the 
Middle-"Temple-Gate in Fleet-ftreet. 1709, 8ve p. 412. 


HO’ the Subjects of the Difcourfes in this Collection are all 

of ’em uleful, and moft of ’em of a very curious Nature ; 

yet I can’t be expected to give the Reader the Subftance of ’em all in 
this Place. I fhali thew Mr. Wiftow's way of treating two of then: 
viz. That on the Antiquity of the Chriltian Covenant, and that in 
which he Undertakes to fhew that Reafon and Philofophy are no E- 
nemies to Faith ; which contain Matters in em not every-where to be 
met with, confonant to the Freedom which our Author is well known 
-always to make ufe of, not only in Philofophick, but alfo in Theolo- 
gical Difquilitions, As to the Latin Treatife Publifh’d at the end ot 
this Piece, tho’ the Readers Curiofity may prompt him to with to 
have had an.account of it, yet it is large, and not eafily to be ac- 
counted fur, without Tranfcribing nearly the whole ; the leading 
Doctrines advanc’d in it will be found in the account of the Effay to- 
wards the Reconciliation of Faith with Reafon and Philofophy ; and 
for the reft I mutt refer to the Book it elf: Or to the Works of 
Tertulian, amongf{t which it is Printed; it being afcrib'd by fome to 
him, be others to St, Cyprian, tho’ Mr. Wiffox attributes it to fome un 
known Perfon, who writ a little after the middle of the Third Cen- 
tury ; and is, in our Author’s Opinion, the only Judicious Writer 
who writ at large concerning the Points he Treats of before the 


Council of Nice. 
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Du Pin's Chars&ter of this Author is, that he has abundance of 
Wir, Knowledge and Eloquence ; that his Stile is Fure, Clean and 
Polite: his Exprefions Choice, his Thoughts Natural, and his way 
of Reafoning Jult ; that he is full of Citations and Texts of Scripture, 
which are always to the purpofe ; that there is a great deal of Order 
and Method in thofe Treatiiés of his which we now have; and 
that he never fpeaks but with a world of Candor and Moderation, 
Mr, Wahifton is mighty glad to find this Author agreeing with him in 
the main in his Explication of fOme of the Fundamental DoStrines of 
Chriftianity ; and fays, thee it the Reader will but bring an hone!t 
and unbiafsd Mind tothe perufal of this piece, ready to believe and 
practife what was believ d and practis'(d in the firlt and purelt Ages of 
Chriftianity, he doubrs not tut he will approve of his Condua in the 
Publication Of ir. 


The former of the two Difcourfes which I propofe to give the 
Reader a brief Account of, is that on the Antiquity of the Chriftian 
Covenant, which he delivers upon Heb. 8. 6. Bue now he hath chtain’d 
a more excellent Miniftry, by how much alfo he is the Mediator of a better 
Covenant, which was efiablifh d upon better Promifes. Which Words as 
well asthe Chapter they relate to, and a great part of the Epiitle to 
the Hebrew, contain an enquiry into the Nature and Defign of our 
Saviour’s Prieft-hood ; make it evident that the Promifes of the New- 
Covenant, or of the Gofpel of Chrift, are better- and more excellent 
than thofe of the Old-Covenant, or Of the Law of Mofes, &c. 
whence our Author obferves, That we mutt conclude it from the 
Words before us, as acertain Vrurh, that as the Promifes of the 
Gofpel are Spiritual, and relate to Eternal Happinefs in Heaven; fo 
the Promifes of the Law were Carnal, and belong’d only toan Earth- 
ly Happinefs in the Land of Canaan, And whereas this Doctrine 
feems to run direci]y counter to that which is deliver’d in the Seveneh 
Article of cur Church, and to feveral Paflages ia Scripture, which 
bid rair for Expectations of Happinefs beyond this Life, even under 
the Mofaic Difpenfation ; in order to Reconcile thefe Matters, Mr. 
Whiften advances, and makes it his Bufinefs to prove the following 
Propofitions. 
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Fir, That the Covenant of which Moés was the Mediator, and 
which conlifted of the Promifes and Duties by him given to the I/ra- 
elites, does by no means relate to another World ; but is confin’d 


wholly to this prefent Life. 


Secondly, That neverthelefs the old Pious Patriarchs and Holy Men, 
not only before, but after the Law of Mo/és, were under a Covenant 
whofe Promifes and Duties referr’d to another World ; and that as 
they perform’d its Spiritual Duties, fo they jultly expected its eternal 
Rewards. 


Thirdly, That this Covenant therefore, was not the Legal-Cove. 
nant or Law of AZofes; bu: the New-Covenant or Covenant of Grace, 
founded upon the Meffias, who was then to come ; whence they were 
oblig’d to thofe Spiritual Duties, and whence they expected this eter- 
nal Happinefs. 


And Laftl, That by Confequence, the New or Chriftian Cove- 
nant is as Ancient as the Fall of Man; and its $piricual Dutics and E~ | 
ternal Rewards have ever {ince been the Duties and Rewards of all thofe 
Pious Men who were Members of it. 


The Firft of thefe Propofitions Mr. Wj/tom tells us is evident, not 
only from the confefs’d Silence of the Pemtateuch, the Digelt of that 
Law of Mofes, asto any plain Promifes of future Happine; not one 
ly from the Nature of thefe Laws he gave them, which referr'd ge- 
nerally either to the Ceremonial Worfhip of God, tothe Political 
State of that People, or to fuch an outward conformity to the Rules 
of Vertue and Morality, as was barely neceflary to their Temporal 
Welfare; but alo from the exprefs Affertions of the New-Teftament, 
as from Heb. 7. 19. The Law made nothing perfeet ; but sbe bringing in of 
a better Hope did, by the which we draw nigh unto God, From which 
Words Mr. Wifton concludes, that neither the Chriftan Perfection, 
nor Happinefs could ever be the Fruit of the Law of A4oés. He pro- 
duces feveral other Texts of Scripture to this purpofe; as Rom. 7.5. 
$. and Chap. 8. 3. When we were in the Flefb, i.e. While we were under 
the Carnal Difpenfation of that Law ; the Motions of Sin which were by the 
Law did Work in our Members, to bring forth Fruit unto Death. ---*- Sin 
tak nz occafien by the Commandments wrought in me all minner of Concupif~ 
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cemse. — What the Law could not do, in that it was weak through the 
Flefh, the Gofpel did. Mr. Whifton alledges {ome other Paflages to his 
purpofe, as Gal. 3. 10,11. 24,22. And concludes from the who! 
that the Meaie Law was fo far from rendring its Obfervers capable of 
eternal Lite, that by the Rigor and Severity of the Injunétions, it 
left Men under the Divine Difpleafure and Malediction ; that neither 
the Duties nor Promifes of that Law relate at all to the future Life, 
nor were at all defign’d in order to the Felicity of Heaven, but con- 
fin'd wholly to the prefent. Mr, Whiffen could have alledg’d many o- 
ther Texts to his prefent purpofe , but he reckons thofe he has produc’d 
in Conjunction with his Text he Bifcourfes upon, fufficiently conclu- 
five of what he aims at. 


His Second general Propofition our Author proves from feveral 
Paflages both in the Old and New Teltaments: As from Exod. 3. 
6,16. Wherein God declares himfelf The God of Abraham, the Ged 
of Ifaac, and the God of Jacob; after they were dead, and out of ail 
prefent profpect of temporal Happinefs : And our Saviours Expot:- 
tion of thefe Words fhews that God intended ftill to be their Ged, i.e. 
tomake them fenfible he was fo by the extraordinary Happinefs he 
refolv'd to beftow upon ’ern in a future State. From Pfal. 16. 51. 
In thy prefence is fulmefi of Joy, and at thy right band there are pleajures 
for evermore: Which was fpoken by the Royal Pfalmift in the very 
midit of the Legal Difpenfation. From ‘Feb 13. 15. Tho he flay me 
yet will Lerufe in bim : Which was fpoken long, before the giving of 
Myes's Law, and in a Country fufficiently diftant from the Land of 
Iiael. From Dan.12. 2,3. And from feveral Paflages in the 
New-Teftament. From all which he concludes, (efpecially as the 
Paflages he cites are confirm’d and explain’d by two Remarkable 
Chapters to this purpofe, the one in the Old and the other in the 
New-Teflament, viz. Ezek. 18. and Heb, 11.) that the Truth of 
his Second Propofition is fulficiently demonftrated. 


His Third Propofition, our Author makes a neceflary Corollary, 
from the two foregoing: Arguing, That if the ancient Fathers did 
jutly expect eternal Life hereafter, and did it both before and af- 
ter the Mofaie Covenant was eftablifh’d, without any manner of 
Encouragement from that Covenant ; it muft be upon Account of 
that older and better Covenant, the Covenant of Grace. In order 
to the right Underftanding of this important Point, he tells us, we 
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LY 
mult remember, that ever fince the Ful of Man, and that Original 
promife, Gen. 3. 15. of the Saviour ta come, the Covenant under 
which all Mankind was plac’d was no other than the Covenant of 
Grace, or the Covenant of the Redemption and Salvation of the 
World, by a firm Faith and Obedience to the Adefias, the Son of 
God; he obferves, that we mult remember farther, that tho’ this 
Covenant was revivd, explain’d, and promulgated more folermnly 
to the World by Chrift and his Apofiles, yet ir was from the bevine 
ning of things Reveald, and deliver'd down to all future Generati- 
ons; partly by fech cxprefs and particular Revelations as the fre- 
quent, if not conftant, appearance of the Son of God upon Larih did 
then permit; partly by the feveral diftinct renewals and reviving of jt 
to Noah, Abraham, David and others 3 partty by the Clearer and 
Clearer intimations of ic by the Prophets, as the Fulnets of Time drew 
near ; and, what is very confiderabie here, in great Meafure by the 
Inftitution of propitiacory Sacriiices, deriv’d down from ab¢/ ¢o all fu- 
ture Ages, asconftant, vinble, ftanding Monuments and \‘emorials 
of the neceffity of that great Propitiation, that one Sacrifice upon 
the Cro, on which this New-Covenant was founded and eflablifh’ 
for ever. 





Hence he proceeds to obferve, that fince this Covenant made with 
all Mankind takes date from the Fa? of Man, it can’: be evacuated, 
or its force abated by the giving of the Law of My/cs afterwards: 
And whereas the Apoftle argues (Gal, 3-17.) That the Covenant that 
was confirm’'d before of God in Chrift, the Law, which w1s 129° years after, 
(viz. the Confirmation of this Covenant in Chriit to Abraham) can’t 
difannul, that st floould make the promife of none effet. Nir. Whifton \ays, 
that if we go {till backwarder to the Original of this Covenant after 
the Fall of Man; we may flill more flrongly argue, that the Co- 
venant that was confirmed before, in the beginning of the World ; : 
the Law of Mies which was above 2900 Years after, can’t di/annul ; 
that it fhou’d make the Original Promife of Eternal Life of none ef- 
fect, to the feveral Nations and Generations of the World after- 
wards, Upon thefe he reconciles his two foregoing Propoiiti ns ; 
gives an Account of the Nature and Delign ot the Law of At/s: 
And: towards the Conclution of what he offers upon this Head b- 
ferves, that every Member of the Covenant of Mo/es was allo 
might be, a Member of the Covenant of Grace; as he was one of “he 
Pofterity of ddim with whom ¢his Covenant, as well as of Jc’ 
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with whom the other was made: And by confequence that as his ex- 
ternal and punclua 1 Oblervance of the e Statutes and it dgeme ei. T3 civen 
by Aofes, woud entitle him to the Tea p ral Happisefs of the « sethly 
Canaan ; fo wowd a firm Fai ith in the Mefizs to come, and an inward 
and hearty compliance with the Laws of Narure and Soirirual Piety, 
which were ever the Laws of the Mefivs, entitle all truely Good men 
to the Heavenly C..nzan, and cverlafting Happinefs. 

His lait Propoh: tion fir. A biflon proves trom fevera! important 
Texts of Scriptures ; Fo which, as Well as for his concluding Infe- 


oe ] 


ferences, the Reader mut be referrd to the Book it felf. 


The later -of ‘the two Dicourfes, which I Repos sd to give the 
Reader an Account ¢ of, is that ia which he Undertzkes to fhew that 
Reafon and Philofsphy-are no Enemies‘to Faith: This is Pretry 
Jong, and touches briefly upon the Main and Fund:mental Articles 
both of Natural and Reveal’d eligion: I {hall endeavour to fer the 
Subftance of ir before my Reader in as clear a Light as I can. 


Such is the Sceptical Hamor of the Age we live in, and fo bald 
and daring are the Infults of ner Unbelievers, efpecially among the 
Unthought‘ul and Loofe part of Mankind, that Mr. W%hifcon 1 - 
upon it asa very Seafonab'e Ane to endeavour in a few Wo $, 
to fhew thar there is no Ju‘t Foundation for this Scepticiim or Inti de ‘ : 
amongit us: This he Undertakes to fhew even upon the Principes 
of Natural Reafon and Philofophy, which yet are by many cry’d up 
as if they did not ar all agree with the Do“trines of Religion, and 
efpecislly were no Friends to the Holy Scriptures, and the “My fleries 
of the Chrittian Faith. Mr. Wp tun fays of himfelf that he has {pent 
forme tinie of his Lite, in the fcarch atrer the nobleft Difcoveries which 
have beri madein the Narucal.W orld in this prefent Age, and at the 
fame ime has nor neglected ‘hey Study of Revegl'd Religion, and of all 
the warts of Sacred Scripture; nay that he his had \ urtolity enough to 
make enquiry into the Sentiments of the mot? Ancient Writers of the 
Chriitian Chucch ; and yet he is fo far from feeing any Reafonto fhake 
his Faith from the fe Noble Impr -vements and Difcoveries of Natural 
Knowledue which have been made this lait Age, that he thinks the 
Frinciples “of Nacaral Reliy zioa are exceedingly confrm’d nay almolt 
broughre to {riet Memon(trauon thereby ; > and {0 great a curb ig 
thereby al’o put upon our Fooliilh Thoughts and Vain imaginartons 
(as if noting coud be True but it mult be prefently within our reach 
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and comprehenfion ) as mightily difpofes a confidering Perfon to 
acquiefce in thofe Reveal’d Truths and Myfteries, which appear to 
have no lef Atteftation than the Authority of God himfelf. 


And whereas the Scepticks of our Age pretend to ground their In- 
fidelity upon this, that the Books of Scripture are fraught with unac- 
countable Mylteries and incredible Articles of Faith ; whereas they pre- 
tend this to be the proper Seat of their Controwerfy with Religion, that 
they are thereby obliged to {wallow fuch things as are incredible, contra- 
diftory, Abfard and Myfterious; and which therefore are unworthy 
of the Belief of Reafonable Creatures, efpecially of Free-thinkers and 
Impartial Enquirers into Truth, as they pretend themfeives to be ; 
Mr. Whiftce in this place, undertakes thefe Infidels in their own way, 
and endeavours to give them SatisfaGtion ; and to fhew by an Inducti- 
on of the chief Particulars, that the Doétrines and Myfttertes of 
-Chriftianity are not at all Abfurd or Contradictory to our Human 
Faculties; and that by Confequence, {ince even they themfelves have 
nothing Material to fay again{t the Cogency of the External Evidence 
for Religion, they are under the higheft Obligation to believe all the 
Articles of the Chrilttan Faith. 


In order to the better Completion of his main Defign, Mr. #%;ftor 
Premifes the three following particulars. 


Fir, That the True Senfe and Importance of the Articles of th2 
Chriflian Faith, is not to be taken from the Opinions, Explications or 
Hypothefes of the Moderns ; but from the Scriptures themfelves, and 
the moft Primitive Writers of the Chriltian Church: Becaufe the 
Chriftian Faith was deliver’d by our Saviour to the Apoftles and firt 
Difciples, and not to the later Ages of the Church ; and confequently 
the Explications which we find in the Writings of the New Tefta- 
ment, and in the Books of the firft Centuries of Chriftianity, can 
alone be of any Authority in this Cafe. 


Secondly, That we may and ought to believe many things above 
our Reafon, or furpafling our entire Comprehenfion; tho we cannot 
and ought not to believe thofe Things which are contrary thereto. 
This Diftin@ion, as alfo that ’twixt Apprehenfion and Comprehen- 
fion, Mr. Whifton jultifies at large in oppotition to the Impertinent and 


groundlefs Exceptions made again{t ’em by fome of the Pretenders to 
Reafon 
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Reafon of eur Age. Shewing, that even in the Mathematicks we 
have demonftration for the Exiitence of Things, the real Medus of 
which we can’t comprehend : As in the Cafe of the infinite Divi bi- 
lity of Mathematical Quantity ; the perpetual Non-coincidence of the 
Curve and Afymptotes of the Hyperbola, tho’ they approach nearer 
and nearer to each other to all Eternity ; the Actual Compartion and 
ftating the Proportion born to each other by real Infinites, ec. He 
fhews the fame alfo in fcveralt Metaphyfical Problems, which | have 
notroom to Tranfcribe into this place. 
* 

Thirdly, That in his Stating the Articles of the Chriflian Faith, he 
fhall be very cautious of admitting any for fuch, or any Interpretation 
of ’em, which he is not well-aflur’d may mott certainly be Juftify'’d 
by the Holy Scriptures and by the moft Primitive Writers of the 
Chriftian Church, and which therefore he is not fatisfy’d all Chriti- 
ans are bound to believe. 


Thefe Things premis’d, he comes to prove the Berg of God 
and a Providence, from the, Great Law of Gravitation, which the 
Sagacious Kepler firft fhew’d totak2 place throout at leaft our whole 
Planetary Syitem,and the primary Properties of which Sr. [/aac Newton, 
has fince reduc’d to Geometrical Demonftration: Now as it is Demon- 
ftrative, that this Property is found to appertain to all Matter, and as it’ 
is equally clear, that it can no way poffibly refult trom any ot its im- 
mediate Mechanical Powers, “hence it follows that it mult be iapres’d 
upon it ab extra, by fome intelligent Agent, becaufe it is imprefs'd 
to fo wife Purpofes and Ends ; and by an Agent of inconceivably 
Extenfive Power, becaufe the Obiedt it exerts itfelf uponis as I’xten- 
five asthe whole material Univerfe, which the moft vigorous Imagina- 
tion can preicribe no limits to : This Being we call God: And be- 
caufe this property coud no way conceivably be continu’d in Matter, 
without the momentary Co-operation of the Caufe who fir‘t im- 
prefsd it; hence we have irretragable Demonftration for rovidence, 
fur the truth of this Propofition, that In Ged we live, end mov: and have 
our Being and forthe abfolute Verity as well as Beauty and Ele- 
gance of that faying of our Saviour, that not a Sparrow, or an Huir of 
cur. bead fi allsto the Ground without our Heavenly Fathers 
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After this Mr. Wbifton affumes that there is but one God: And 
then proceeds to prove, that as there is but one Original Fountain of 
Peing ; One God t'e Father ; fo there are Three Div ne Perfins. For 
as the Father is 6 ¢m zazs ©23s, the only rrue God, in the highett 
Sence of that Werd, or of infinitely abfolure Attributes and Perf. 
Gions, who is alone of himfelf: So, proceeds cur Author, we are 
oflur’d by Scripture and Antiquity, that the Son of God and the Spirit 
cf God are not Subordinate Creatures, but Divine Perfons 5 that their 
Attributes and Perfe€tions are vafily Great and Divine 5, that by them 
God the Father made and Governs all his Creatures 5 and that they 
are agpable of fuch a degree of Worfhip and Adoration, ag, if it were 
given toany Subordinate Creature, would beldolatry; and which 
therefore may well be call’d Divine Worihip and Adoration, 


This Mr. Whiftcn aflures us, is what the Scriptures ard Primitive 
Writers molt certainly affirm concerning the Son and the Holy Gholt: 
without ever pretending to that ab/olute Equality to the Father, 
which Modern Writers are fo much concerned for. And in this 
truely, Primitive and Scriprural Account of the Blefled Trinity, taken 
as it is here laid down, free from the vain Diflinciions, Exoplications 
and Notions of the Moderns; Mr, Hdiffon can’t fee or imagins wh re- 
in the Abfurdicy or Conrradi@tion of it confifls: Oa the c wntrary he fs 

f Opinion, that after all the Hears of later Difputes about the Sa- 
cred Trinity, and the numerous Obiections made again!t ir, they Com 
to him almoit all levell’d at the modern !xplications and Hypotheses 
only ; and confequently very iitle to affect that ancient Doctrine cf 
Chriftianity it (elt, as ic was receiv’d and believd in its native Simpii- 
city in the Firit and pureft Ages of the Church. 


The Sacred Scriptures Teach us, in the next place, that the Son, 
or Word of God was incarnate, and was mede Man ; was made Flefh 
and dels am ngus, that God was manifefted in the Fief 5 and there- 
fore that our Redeemer was both Gertind Vian in one Perfon. This 
Mr. Winjton acknowledges, was molt certainly the Primitive Faith of 
Chritians ; and he owns that it is i its-own Nature one of the great 
My tteries of Godlinefs, as St. Pau! aflures us; that the Medus of it is 
difhcule to Human * omprehention ; tho’ in Realiry he looks upon it 
as not much more difficult than is the Union between the Scul aud Bo- 
dy in all Mankind, which how unaccountable foever it be to our Rea- 
fon or Imagination, is too certain in Fact to be doubted of by any. 
This Notion of the Matter, that the A%y@ or Divine Nature of we 

Lord 
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Lord Condefcended to become a Human, or more properly a Divine 
Soul in a Human Body, Mr, Whifton tells us is plainly the Scriptur a! 
Notion of it: For proof of all his Affertions upon thefe Subjecis, he 
refers us to the Bock, which is to treat of ’em at large, and which 
he fays fhall e’er long be Publith’d. 

We are Taught farther in the Scriptures that this blefied Lord 
Chrift, who was both God and Man in one Perfon, became the Re- 
qeemer of Mankind ; olfer'd himtelf a Ranfome and a Propitiatory 
Sacrifice for Sinners to his Heavenly Father ; and that on the Father's 
Acceptance of that Propitiatory Sacrifice depends the New Covenant 
made with Mankind, and all the ineltimabie Bleilings contain‘d in 
it. This Mr. Wifton, obferves, is unque!ionablythe Do&trine of the 
New Teltament and was not doubted of in the earlieft Times of the 
Church, and he declares himfelf ata lof to find any Abfurdity in this 
Do@trine of the Satisfaction of Chrilt, underftood in the Scripture 
Senfe. For that all Mankind are Sinners, and fallen from their 
Primitive Integrity by the ‘Temptations of the Devil, not only the 
Scripture, but the conftant Experence of our one irreguler Tempers 
and Appetites. the Wickednefs of the World in General in all its 
paft Ages, and the known Complaints on this head of all the Old 
Philofophers, are but too fad and too convincing Demonftrations: 
And the Sacred Scripture has in part and obfcurely hinted at the Occa- 
tion and Circumftances thereof. Ard fince this Was our fad Cafe 
fince God was under no Obligation of refcuing us out of our Mife- 
ry, and if he faw Good to do it, was at free Liberty to do it accor- 
ing to his Good Pleafure, and fo as might be moft for the Benefit of all 
others his reafonable Creaturers, and Preventing their Hopes of 
impunity if chey allo thoud fall into Sin 5 fince the bleffed and Divine 
Soul of the a 4effias Wus a free unfinningBeing,and mightV oluntarily 
Suffer for us and in our Stead if he pleasd, {ince alfo the value of” 
his Sutterings wou'd be fo Enhanc’d by the Dignity of his Nature, 
as t> be abundantly Sufhcient to merit our Pardon at the Hands of 
our Heavecly Father, if he pleas’d to Accept of a Vicarious Sacrifices 
and ‘vice we are afflur’'d in Scripture that the Mejias has undertaken 
an¢ Preform’d his Vart, and that the Father has highly approved of 
his \teroud of our Redemption, and has accepted of his Son’s Sacrifice 
for us, and thatthe Blefled Spirit aifO is willing to Perform what 
was reper fur him in order co our Sanctification and Salvation ; Since 
all this appears ia Scripture, befides the many other Reafons of the 
Divine condud relating to the Invilibie World and its Circumftances, 
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to the Devil's Kingdom, and the method of its gradual Deftru@tion by 

he Kingdom of the Meffas, of which we at prefent are very imperfec} 
Judges; Mr. Whiffon is utterly at a lofs to guefs whence the Modern 
Soeinians have taken fa mighty a prejudice again{t this Do€trine of the 
SatisfaQion of our Blefled Saviour, which is fo plain in almoft every 
page of the New- Teftament, and fo agreeable nor only to our com- 
mon Reafon, but to all the Judicial Proceediags among Mankind, 
Thofe who fcruple the Belief of fuch Rational Do. irines as thi; 
coming with fuch Authority alfo, feem to our Author bur i! difpord 
for receiving Advantage from Divine Revelation, and indeed unwor- 
thy of the ineftimable Favour of {uch a Divine Revelativu at ail, 


The Sacred Scriptures teaches us, in the la‘t place, That at the end. 
of the World, both the Good and the Bad thall Rife again from the 
Dead; and that the Bodies of the Good fhall Rife Incorruptibie, Glo. 
rious, Powerful and Spiritual , by the influence of the (ivine P: wer 
of the Bleffed Spirit of God; That all'the World fhail then be Judg’d 
according to their Works; and the Good taken up into Heaven or 
an Everlafting State of Happinefs, Incorruption and [mmoztality ; and 
the Bad fent into the Fire of Hell, there to Suffer civior *iazsiy, 
Eternal Punifhmene, where their Worm flall not Dye, and their Fire fhall 


sot be Quench’d, 


Thefe Mr. Whifton, alfo ailows to be certainly the Doétrines of 
Chriftianity, or to have been always efteemd for fuch in the eariicit 
Ages of the Church. And in this Article of the Refurrection and Fi- 
nal Retribution, he obferves, that the Reafon of Mankind can find 
no poflible Abfurdity, but only in two things; the Kefirrection of 
the Same Body, when in fome Cafes that feems impoilible ; and the 
Eternity of the Punifhments of the Wicked for the Sins of this {hore 
Life. As tothe firft of thefe, the Refurrection of the Same Body 
Mr. Woifton can’t deny but that what Mr. Locke has faid from Scrip- 
ture, as to the no-neceffity of Underltanding this Article in its rt te 
eft Senfe, deferves well a Careful Confideration ; but becaufe the frit 
Ages of the Church certainly believ'd the Refurrection of the Same 
Body that lay in the Grave, he prefers that Senfe of the Article, and 
Afferts that if it be fo underftood, there is nothing imply d therein 
but what is very agreeable to Reafon and Philofophy. He grants that 
Flefh and Blood, our Bodies in their prefent State and Conttitution, 
sannet inherit the Kingdom of God; but then he allo takes it for granted, 
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that the Same Particles of Matter which are laid in the Grave,are as 
capable of compofing the Giorified Body after the Refurre@tion, as 
any other Matter inthe whole World: Whence he infers, that that 
very Body may be moit Rationally fuppos’d to Rife again, and to be 
chang’d into the Glorified Body, accordmg tu the conftant ExpeGia- 
tions of all Chriftians ’till the laft Age : And if that be impoffible in 
fome very few particular Cafes, of which we yet are not certain; fuch 
rare Exceptions, for which the Divine Power can in {pecial Provide, 
areno Juft Objections againft the general Article it felt, as we know 
’tis in ali other like Cafes. 

Asto the Second part of this laft Article of our Creed the Eterni- 
ty of the Punifhments of Hell, Mr. Wifton owns it to be certain fo 
far asthe import of ao@~, to which that Word anfwers, does ex- 
tend. He grants that thofe Punifhments fhall certainly continue the 
whole duration of the Wicked, who are the Subjects of them ; or 
through all thofe eaves 7% aavey , long and undetermin’d Periods 
of Being, to which their Lives fhall be preferv'd by the Divine Pow- 
er; fo that nothing fhall put an End to their Torment, but what fhall 
do fo to their Lives, and their State for ever alfo. Whether the 
Scripture means any more by this Eternity of the Torments of Hell, 
our Author does not undertake here pofitively to Determine: But fince 
he finds the moft Primitive Writers of the Church inclin’d to this Ex- 
plication of this Point, and fince he looks upon this as abundantly fuf- 
ficient tor the Ends of Religion, and as what feems moit agreeable to 
the Divine Goodnefs, if not alfo enfored by his Juftice ; fince in bis 
Opinion it prevents even the Cavils of the Scepricks themfelves in this 
Cafe, and is realiy the Genuine Meaning of the Scripture Expreflions 
alfo; at prefent he ventures to acquicfce in it: f eaving it {till to thofe 
who think the Scripture means more than he aflerts, to juftify their 
own Opinions, and the reafonabienefs of them, as they fhall think 
convenient. 


Here Mr. Wiiftcn concludes his Reconciliation of the Chriftian 
* Faith with the Princijies of Reafon aud Philofophy ; not doubting, 
but that thofe who fhall be fatished with thete principal Articies of the 
~ Chriftian Faith, as by him Explain d and Vindicated, will eafily affent 
‘ to the belief of the reit. 
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An Hflorical and Critical Di tionary. By Monfieur Bayle. Tranflated in 
tolinglilh, mith miny Additions and Corvettsons, mide by the Ai:)or 
himfilf, tbrt there are nce in the French Editions. London, Priied 
for C. Harper, D. Brown, J+ Tontfon, A. andj, Churchill, T. Horn, 
T. Goodwin, R.Knaplock, J. Taylor, A. Bell, B. Tooke, D. 
Midwinter, B. Lintott, aud W. Lewis, Folio. 17 10. 


HE Name of Mr. Bayle is fo well known in the Common- 

wealth of Learning, that I fhall not give any particular Ac- 
count of him in this place; thofe who would fee the Hiftury of his 
Life, may meet with one at the end of the fecond Volume of his 
Remarks upon the Comes'of 1680. where they will find what Books 
he has writ, and upon what Qccafions; what Enemies he had to en- 
gage with in the courfe of his Writings, and how he behav’d him- 
felf in all manner of Controverfies, €c. His Hifforical and Critical 
Diionary is much the greateft Work which he ever enagagd in; and 
as it is not commonly to be met with in French, and is {hortly about to 
appear in Engi/h, we thought it not improper to take fome {mall no- 
tice of it in this place ; and perhaps we may give a large Account of 
the Sentiments of this Author, in fome Matters of Speculative Niccty 
in our next; for he allows himfelf an extenfive Liberty of Thinking 
in all Cafes whatfoever, as may appear from his RefleCtions upon the 
Comet; his Difcourfes on Compel them tv come in, 8c. and as will be 
evident to the Engl/h World, who fhall have the Curiofity to confult 
this Dictionary. 1 may here remark, by the bye, that Mr. To/znd has 
made free with Mr. Bayle in his Book upon the Comet, for what he 
has faid to any tolerable Purpofe, in a late Differtation, tending to 
prove that Superftition is lefs tolerable in 2 Common- wealth than 
downright Atheifm. 


Previoully 
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Previoufly to the firft Volume of the Engifh Tranflation of this 
Work, we have the Preface to the firft French Edition, in which he 
fhews why he did not form this Work upon the Plan Pablifh’d in 
1692. afligns Reafons for his citing Auchors at large; for his making 
free with the Faults of Learned Men; fhews what Courfe he has 
taken with refpect to Morers’s Dictionary, c. and concludes that 
Preface with begging his Readers when they fhall tind any thing 
that is wrong, to fee whether it be not in the Authors which he 
Quotes; for if his Tranflations be not Literal, he affures us they 
are Faithful as to the Senfe ; and therefore that they can only contain 
any Irregularity when his Authors have fpoken, or thought Confu- 
fedly. Mr. Bayle owns that he is fometimes more pofitive than he 
fhould be, bur declares that at the bottom he only propofes Doubts ; 
and that if he {peaks in another ftrain, tis only that he may the bet- 
ter excite fhe Learned to afford him their InftruCtions, and to concurr 


more Zealoufly in the Illuftration of Things. 


- 


Next follows an Advertifement concerning the Second — Edi- 
tion, and feveral Differtations upon particular Subjects; which I 
have not room to take notice of in this places but fhall if Occafion 


offers in our next Mofithly Account. 
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The State of Learning. 


Oannis Harduini é Societate Jefu Presbyteri Opera SeleSta tum qux 
jampridem parifis edita nunc emendatiora & multo auctivrs pro- 
deunt tum que nunc primum editasAmftelodami. 1709, in fol. p. 940. 
De Do4rina Canonum Corpore juris incluforum, circa Requiinum 
ad fliorum matrimonium Parentum Confenfum, Hiltorica Diiqui!stio, 
Accedunt note Marginales, Defideratos Canones legefve ex altis Col. 
le€tionibus tum Gracis, tum Latinis, mox verbatim, mox fummatim 
adjicientes. Necnon earundem notarum Auctarium, quo fimul hae 
beas quicquid 4 Chrifto ad nos Canonum Legumve Conditores fanxere. 
Auctore Joanne Petro Gibert, Dottore Tkeologo Aquenfi.  Parifiis 
1709. iN 12. p.449: 

Traité du Jeu, ott l'on examine les principales Queftions de droie 
Naturel & de Morale qui ont du raport a cette matiere, Par Jean 
Barbeyrac, A Amfterdam. 1709. im 8vo, p. 646. 

Defentio Religionis, nec non Mofis & Gentis Judaic, contra du-, 
as Differtationes Joh. Tolandi; quarum una intcribitur Adeiidzmon, 
altera vero, Antiquitates Judaic, a Jacobo Favo, SS. Theologiz 
Doctore, & in Ecclefia UltrajeStino-Britannica Sacrorum my tteriorum 
Interprete. Ultrajecti. ry0g. in 8vo. p. 2514. 

Penfeés Choifies de Mr. Abbé Boileau, Praedicateur Ordinaire du 
Roi, & lun des Quarante del’ Académie Francoife, fur aifferens fue. 
jets de Morale, mifes par ordre Alphabetique, dédi¢es 4 Mr.’ Abbe 
Bignon, A Paris, 1709. in 8vo, p. 304, 
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BOOKS Puablifhd this Month, and not Abriag’d 


Ox Populi, Vox Dei: Being 

True Maxims of Govern: 

ment, &c, Printed for the Author 
and Sold by 7. Bakr. 

Stage Rectified: Or fore Cau- 
tionary Hints for the rendving it 
lefS obnoxicus to cur feives and 
others. Recommended to Serious 
Matrons, by one of the fame Sex. 
Printed in the Year 1709. | 

A Sermon Preach’d before the 
Statein Chrift-Church in Dubiin, 


on the 30th of Janu. 1709. by 
Air. Sroughton, Prebendary in Ire- 


land, Sold by “f. Baker. 

The Archbifhop of Dublin’s Ser- 
mon, Preach’d at Chrift-Church in 
Dublin, May 19th. 1709. betore 
his Excellency, Thomas Earl of 
Wharton, Lord Lieutenant of Ive- 
land. Printed for 7. Baker. 

Debtor and Creditor made ealy : 
Or the Judgment of the Unmer- 
ciful, Demonftrated in a Sermon 
by Luke Milbourne. Printed for 


Sam. Man{iip. 

A Submiflive Anfwer to Mr. 
Fad'y’s Humble Reply tomy Lord 
Bifhop of Exerer, by aS:udent of 
Oxford. Sold by the Bookfellers 
of Lond:nand Weftminfter. 

Taffeys Mafter-piece: Or the 
Cambro- Brit:(b Invention: A Mock 
Poem, being the Mufe:pula Oxons- 
enfis, Tranflated into Burlefque 


Verfee By a Cantab. Sold by 
Jokn Morpher. 
A Compartfon between the 


French and Iraltan Mutick and O- 
pera’s, Ge, Printed for W. Lews, 

Belt of all, being the Students 
Thanks to Mr. Headly, wherein 
Mr. Hoadly’s Second part of his 
Meatures of Submiflion, €ec. Sold 
by the Bookfellers of London and 
Weftmin'ter. 

The Amorous War, or a Due! 
with the Paffions. A Poem, ina 
Letter toa Friend. Soid by 7. 
Mor phew. 


Lately PF abli(b'd, 


” A Gitanilla, The little Gypfie, a Novel written by Miguel de Czy 
nantes Saavedra, Author of Don Quixot, done from the Spamifly, 


ta“. price tn 


Mifanthrope, Tne Flain Dealer, a Comedy, from the French of Mox- 


fiew de Molere. 12°. price 1s. 


El Zeiofe Eftvemenog The Jealous Eftremadura, a Novel, written by 


Miguel de Cervantes, done from the Span fh. 


12°. pi ice Is. 


Thefe ‘Three Printed fur D, Midwinter and 8. Linso:t. 
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